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DIGEST  OF  PTTRTIC  I  AW  31 


To  extend  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for  one  year  and  to  limit 
the  President’s  authority  to  enter  into  post-war  lend- 
lease  agreements. 
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Summary  and  Index  of  History  on  H.  R.  2013 


February  6,  1945 

Feb.  7-Mar.  6,  1945 
March  6,  1945 

Karch  8,  1945 

March  12,  1945 

March  13,  1945 
March  14,  1945 

>rauch  2 8,  1945 
April  5,  1945 

April  9,  1945 

April  10,  1945 
April  16,  1945 


Tntroduced  by  ^ep.  Floor.,  N.  Y.  Referred  to 
House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Hearings:  House,  2013. 

House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  reported 
without  amendment.  H.  Rept.  259.  Print  of 
bill  as  reported. 

Rep.  Chiperfield,  Ill.  submitted  the  minority 
views  of  Foreign  Affairs  Committee.  H.  Rept. 
259,  A"t.  2.  House  Rules  Committee  submitted 
H.  Res.  175  (H.  Rept.  292)  for  consideration 
of  the  bill. 

Rep.  bloom,  N.  I.  inserted  a  Committee-approv¬ 
ed  amendment.  Rules  Committee  reported  another 
resolution,  H.  Res.  178  (H.  Rept.  308)  for 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

Debated  in  House.  Passed  House  with  amendment. 

Print  or  bill  as  referred  to  Senate  Moreirn 
Relations  Committee. 

hearings.  Senate,  u.  R.  2013. 

Reported  without  amendment  by  Senate  Committee 
on  Foreign  delations.  Senate  Rept.  178.  Print 
of  bill  as  reported. 

Debated  in  Senate.  Amendment  submitted  by  Sen. 
Taft.  Ohio. 

Passed  Senate  without  amendment . 

Approved .  Public  Law  31 . 
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OEFICE  OF  BUDGET  AMD  FINANCE 
iegislat  Jve,’,Repoyt&  a'tld  Service  Section 


79"th-lst,  No.  22 


EST  OF  PROCEEDINGS  OF  CONGRESS  OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
(Issued  February  j,  19^5 »  for  actions  of  Tuesday,  February  6,  1945) 


>  t  *2  .  ,,.,.,,...,,,.1,  2 ,  5 ,  8 

Appropriations"*  . ...  .1, 2,  22 
Banking  and  currency, . .  ,-,*4 
Census  of  agr i culture. 1, 22 
Centralization. . , .  ...  20 


•(For  staff  of  the  Department  only) 
,  CONTENTS  " 

Forestry*.'.*'.  . . 2 

Grazing.  .V*  ......... .'. .  .25 

Insect  control. .......... .2 

Labor . ...  .9,12,21 

Lands . .  .25 


Price  control,.... . 2,10 

Property  management .6, 24 

Red  Cross  Mopth . 26 

Research. . . 2 

Small  business, . . . . p4 

Commodity  Credit . . .  .2,7  Lend-lease. . ■ . s-;.»v5  Reconversion  statistics.-.  .2 

Cost-of-living. ......  ,Lv.  21  Loan  agencies . ..15,18  Transportation.; .11,16 

Crop  insurance... . ^,2  Manpower . 2,13,19  Veterans . 6 

Executive  authority. . . .  .14  Nomination.  .............  1'5  UsFocaftional  rehabilitaA  • 

Farm  Credit. . . . . .  lfS.  Plant  diseases . -;..2  ■'  t/on. .... . .......23 

Foreign  trade . .  11  post-war  planning. ... .2, 11  ' 

\  HOUSE  -  /.  :  ■  a.  & 

1.  CENSUS  OF  AGRICULTURE.  Began  delate  on  E.  J.  Res.(785»  appropriating  $6,784,000 add¬ 
itional  for  the'  census  of  agriculture  for  fiscal jfe&v  1945  (pp.  869-94).  Reps. 
Michener,  Mich,,  Brown,  Ohio,  Rich,  Pa.,  and  T^ber,  N.  Y.  ,  criticized  this 
measure,  claiming  tha  t  it  would  Adversely  aff4ct  the  labor  market  during  the 
manpower  shortage  (pp.  871-3)-'  Reps. -JoneA/  Ohio,  and  Johnson,  Okla.  ,  discussed 
the  possibility  of  the  AAA  "doing  this  job"  (p.  874).  Rep.  Cannon,  Mo.,  inserted 
Secretary ‘Wickard1  s,  Judge  Jones',  H.\  R.  /Tolley' s,  and  others'  letters  to  him 
favoring  this  project  (pp.  879~63)-  Rvp.  Dirksen,  Ill.,  opposed  enactment  of 
this  resolution  as  unnecessary  expenditure  at "this  time  and  suggested  that  the 
Census  Bureau  would  be  able  to  get  Jne  pertinent  information  from  this  Depart¬ 
ment  (pc,  883-5)*  /  \  • 


/ 


V 


Received ’from  bfte  President  supplemental  appropriation  estimates 


i.  D<j 
‘atio* 


2.  APPROPRIATIONS. 

as  follows: 

Department  of  Agriculture ,  $29,750,000  for  AAA  (for  (l)  $29 , 500> 000  for 
payments  at  $5  an  acre,  ( 2$  $200,000  for  county  association  expenses,  arid  (3) 
$50,000  for  AAA  administrative  expenses)  (H.  Doc.  64,). (Amends  1946  Budget.) 

Department  of  Agriculture,  *$3,297  >‘000  (BE&PQ,-  co'ntrol-of  insect  pests  and 
plant  diseases,  $1,088:,000;  FS,  for  fighting  -.forest-  fires ,  $1 » 959 * H4j  and  AAA, 
flax  payment  program*  1945  crop  $250  ,000 )  (H. • Doc. • 65) ?  r\ 

Departments  or  Agriculture,  Sommerce,  and  Labor,  for  "basic  economic  i 
statistics,  ,  /  's.  $13, 09'8, 000  ($205, 000" for  BAE  for  consumer  income  data, 

$492,000  for  Bj^E  and  $327,000  for  BHN&HE  for  consumer  expenditures  and  savings 
data)  (H.  Docjf  54);  '•  \ 

*  Treasury  Department,  $291 , 9T9 > 881.04  (including  $256,764,881.04  for  restora¬ 
tion  of  OCft  capital  impairment  and  $30,000,000  for  subscriptions  for-  FCIC • 
capital  atuck)  (>H.  Do.6 «■  ..M&)  i  V1'  rr  ~ '  lo  -• 

OPJK  $6,790,000  (H.-Doc,  49; ’’and  •'  \  •  -j-  ♦' 

567,400  (H.  Doc.  63)  (p.  898).  •'  '  '  \ 

3.  A, A, A.  ALLOTMENTS.  Ren,  Flanhagan,"  Va,  ,  requested  immediate  consideration  of 
338,  to  protect  the  allotments' of  farmers  who  have’shifted  to  war  crops  of 

tfho  have  entered  the  armed  services,  but  Rep*  Rankin,  Miss.,  objected,  stating, 
"cohsideratidn  should  be  postponed  until  we  vote  on  the 'bill  [H.  J.  Res.  85  j- 
now  before  the  House"  (p..  894),  '  *  ' 


CURRENCY.  Rep.  .'Crawford,  ■Mich.,”  criticized  an  American  Banker 
article  "by' ’Sse-ratary  Morgenthau,  ..stating,  -"Since'  when-has  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  received  authority  to  determine  what  kind  of  legislation -this-  Congress 
is  going  to  enact  on  such  matters; ;as"vi«'t^ernational  currency  stabilization  and 
the  international  bank"  (00.  868-9 


BILLS  INTRO  1U CEB.  •  .  ’  *  y 

5.  LEND-LEASE.  H.  R.  2013,  by  Rep..  Bloomy* Nv  Yv, "  to-  extend  the  Lend-lease  Act  for 
1  year..  To  Foreign  Affairs  Committee.*/  (p.  898.)-  .  .V . 

VETERANS;  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  -  H.  R.  2016; ;  by  Rep .  McDonough,  Calif .  ,  granting  to 
veterans  certain  benefits  and  priorities'  in  connection  with  the  .acquisition  by 
em  of  surplus.. property.  ‘To  Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments  Committed 
(pV.  898-9 •  )*  and.  H.  R.  2017,  to  amend*  the  Mustering- out  Payment  Act  of  1944, 
granting  to  veterans,  certain  benefits  and  priorities  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition  by'  them  of  surplus  property.  To  Military  Affairs  Committee. 

(p.  299.)  ■  ’  . 

'  '  '  'A Wi 

7.  COMMODITY  CREDIT.  H.  R.  202-3,  by  Rep.  Spence,  Ky . ,  to  continue  CCC  as  an  agency 
of  the  U.  'S.,  Increase  its  borrowing  power,  revise  the  basis  of  the  annual 
.appraisal  of  its ‘‘asset's,  et.-c.  To  Banking  and  Currency  Committee,  (p.  899*) 

8..  A. A. A.  TOBACCO.  H.  JyRes.  94,  by  Rep.  Clements,  Ky.,  relating  to  the  marketing 
of  fire-cured  and  dark  ‘''apr~curecl  tobacco  under  the.  AA  Act  of  1932.  To  Agri¬ 
culture  Committee,  (p.  899*) 

x  y 

9.  FARM  LABOR.  H.  Con  Res.  27,  by  Rep.  Lemke,  N.  Dak.,  to  reaffirm  the  necessity 
of  the  lydings . amendment  in  our  .war  effort,  and  creating  a  congressional  com¬ 
mittee  to  investigate  the  necessity  of  agricultural  deferments.  To  Rules  Com¬ 
mittee.  (p.  899 • ) 

10.  RENT  CONTROL.  H.  R.  2022,  by  Rep.  Crawford,  Mich.,  to  aid  in  preventing  infla¬ 

tion,  to  stabilize  rents  of  D.  C.  commercial  property.  .To  District  of 
Columbia  Committee.  .  (p.  899») 

JT  u|l 

V 

■  X  ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 

11.  TRANSPORTATION;  FOREIGN  TRADE,  Rep.  Coffee,  Nash.,  inserted  his  address  with 

respect  to  the  place  of  America's  merchant  marine  in  the  post-war  era  (pp. 

A503-4).  y  .  •  \ 

12*.  FARM  LABOR.  ,  Speech  in  the  House  by  Rep.-  Woodruff ,* Mich. ,  including  communica¬ 
tions,  on  directives  and  legal  aspects  on  the  drafting  of  farm  labor  (pp.  A504— 
5)-  - 

Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep..  Bunker,  Nev.,  including  a  Nev.-  Legislature 
resolution,  opposing  the"  induction  of  farm  labor  (pp.-  A5O8-9), 

1^/  NATIONAL  SERVICE*.  .Extension  of  remarks  of  Reps-.-  Schwabe,  Okla. ,  Fhilbin,- Mass . , 
and  Robsion,  Ky..,  criticizing  H'.  R.  1752,.  "the'  work-or-f ight  bill"  (pp.  A505-6, 
A509-10,  A513-6)- 


\ 


898 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


February  6 


,  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
1  (Wednesday,  February  7,  1945) 

Th\:re  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mitted  on  Public  Lands  at  10:30  o’clock 
a.  m.,  Wednesday,  February  7,  1945,  to 
consider  H.  R.  1719  and  for  organiza¬ 
tion  purposes. 

Committee  on  the  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries 

(Thursday,  February  15,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  the  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  and  Fisheries  will  hold  a  public 
hearing  Thursday,  February  15,  1945,  at 
10  o’clock  a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  1425,  to  provide 
for  the  sale  of  certain  Goverhment- 
owned  merchant  vessels,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

170.  A  letter  from  the  executive  director, 
national  legislative  committee,  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion,  transmitting  the  Proceedings  of 
the  Twenty-sixth'  Annual  National  Conven¬ 
tion  of  the  American  Legion,  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  September  18-20,  1944  (H.  Doc. 
No.  43);  to  the  Committee  on  World  War 
Veterans’  Legislation  and  ordered  to  be  print¬ 
ed,  with  illustrations. 

171.  A  letter  from' the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Wallace  Robertson,  Henry 
Bowker,  and  Edward  Parisian,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

172.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  draft  qf  a  proposed  bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating;  to  larceny  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce;  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 

173.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  law  relating  to  perjury  to  the  willful 
giving  of  contradictory  ;statements  under 
oath;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

174.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Recon¬ 
struction  Finance,  Corporation,  transmitting 
the  report  of  the  Reconstruction  Finance 
Corporation  for  the  month  of  November  1944; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

175.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Department  off  Commerce  for  the  fiscal  year 
1945,  amounting  to  $389,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  44) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be’  printed. 

176.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  for  the  fiscal  year 
1945,  amounting  to  $37,250  (H.  Doc.  No.  45); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

177.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  for  the 
consideration  of  Congress  a  proposed  provi¬ 
sion  pertaining  to  appropriations  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Security  Agency  for  the  fiscal  years  1944 
and  1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  46) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

178;  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  tl^e  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1945,  amounting  to  $6,310,000,  and 
a  draft  of  a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to 
an  Appropriation  for  the  Department  of  State 
(H;.  Doc.  No.  47) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

179.  A  communication  from  the  President 
Of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Treasury  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1945, 
amounting  to  $291,979,881.04,  and  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  an  exist¬ 
ing  appropriation  for  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 


ment  (H.  Doc.  No.  48) ;  to  the  Committee  ofi 
Apropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed.  1 
\l80.  A  communication  from  the  President 
oi  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Price  Administration  in  the  amount  of 
$6,790,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  49);  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

161.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  an  exist¬ 
ing  appropriation  for  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment.for  the  fiscal  year  1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  50) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed. 

182.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriation  amounting 
to  $8,707,400,  together  with  a  draft  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  provision  pertaining  to  an  existing  ap¬ 
propriation,  for  the  Federal  Security  Agency 
for  the  fiscal  year  1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  51);  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

183.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Housing  Agency  for  the  fiscal  year  1945’, 
in  the  amount  of  $90,000,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  52) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed. 

184.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Works  Agency  for  the  fiscaLyear  1945,  in 
the  amount  of  $23,000,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  53); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed. 

185.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Departments  of  Agriculture,  Commerce,  and 
Labor  in  the  amount  off  $13,098,000  for  the 
fiscal  year  1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  54);  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

186.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,;  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  (appropriations  in  the 
amount  of  $1,140, 50(1,  together  with  provi¬ 
sions  affecting  an  existing  appropriation,  for 
the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  fiscal  year 

1945  (H.  Doc.  No.  55);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

187.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  revised 
estimates  of  appropriations  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice,  involving  decreases  amount¬ 
ing  to  $135,000,  in  the  form  of  amendments 
to  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1946  (H.  Doc. 
No.  56);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

188.  A  communication  from'  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  in  the  form  of  an 
amendment  to  the  Budget  for  the  fiscal  year 

1946  (H.  Doc.  No.  57);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

189.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriation  for  the 
Department  of  Commerce  for  the  fiscal  year 
1946,  in  the  form  of  amendments  to  the 
Budget  for  said  fiscal  year,  amounting  to 
$337,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  58);  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

190.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  .estimate  of  appropriation  in  the 
amount  of  $14,500  and  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
provision  pertaining  to  an  appropriation, 
both  to  the  form  of  amendments  to  the 
Budget  for  the  fiscal  year  1946,  for  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Security  Agency  (H.  Doc.  No.  59);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

191.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  in  the 
amount  of  $405,000  for  the  War  Department 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1945,  for 
improvement  of  existing  river  and  harbor 


'works,  to  remain  available  until  expended 
(H.  Doc.  No.  60) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  and  ordered  to  be  printed.  ■ 
-192.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of 'the  United  States,  transmitting  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  pertaining  to  an  exist- 
ing  appropriation  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tion^, 

1931  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting ''supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
judiciary  amounting  to  $387,600,  in-’the  form 
of  amendments  to  the  Budget  fori  the  fiscal 
year  1948  (H.  Doc.  No.  62);  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

194.  A  communication  from  the  President 
ot  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  for  the  War 
Manpower  Commission  of  the  Office  for 
Emergency  Management  for  the  fiscal  year 
1945,  amounting  to  $5,567,400  (H.  Doc.  No. 
63) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

195. '  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  supple¬ 
mental  estimate  of  appropriation  in  the 
amount  of  $29,750,000  for  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  1946,  in  the 
form  of  an  amendment  to  the  Budget  for  said 
fiscal  year  (H.  Doc.  No.  64) ;  to  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

196.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  three  sup¬ 
plemental  estimates  of  appropriations,  total¬ 
ing  $3,297,000,  for  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  for  the  fiscal  year  1945  (H.  Doc.  No. 
65) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

197.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  and  deficiency  estimates  of  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  fisdal  year  1945  and  prior  fiscal 
years  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in 
the  amount  0f  $424,282.89,  together  with 
drafts  of  proposed  provisions  pertaining  to 
existing  appropriations  and  proposed  author¬ 
ization  for  the  expenditure  of  .  Indian  tribal 
funds  (H.  Doc.  No.  66)'  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

198.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
Veterans  Administration  amounting  to  $246,- 
775,000  for  the  fiscal  year  1945  (H.  Doc.  No. 
67) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BECKWORTH: 

H.  R.  2012.  A  bill  to  provide  for  Federal 
participation  in  the  financing  of  certain 
aeronautical  developments;  to  the  Commit- 
tee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  BLOOM: 

H.  R.  2013.  A  bill  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  defense  j 
of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  ; 
1941,  as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

'X.  By  Mr.  CARLSON: 

*1,  R.  2014.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (b) 
(4)  "bf  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr,  MILLS: 

H.  R.  2015.  A  bill  establishing  a  presump¬ 
tion  of  service -Connected  disability  in  the 
case  of  disease  or  ’Inj  ury  existing  within  5 
years  after  discharge'Sffrom  service  in  the 
armed  forces  during  the’"’ present  war;  to  the 
Committee  on  World  War  Veterans’  Legisla¬ 
tion. 

I  By  Mr.  MCDONOUGH : 

H.  R.  2016.  A  bill  granting  to  veterans  cer¬ 
tain  , -benefits  and  priorities  in  connection 
,  with  the  acquisition  by  them  of  surplus  prop- 
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the ''mine  workers,  I  call  your  attention 
to  th&slollowing  newspaper  articles: 

[Prom  rbe  Wilkes-Barre  (Pa.)  Times -Leader- 
Evening  News  of  February  3,  1945] 

Church  Is\Closed  by  Lack  or  Coal;  35,000 
Miners  at\Collieries  Today — 10,000  Idle 
Earlier  DueVto  Embargo,  Lose  Extra  Pay 
But  Report  To  Relieve  Fuel  Shortage 
Heeding  the  request  of  Government  au¬ 
thorities  that  tjiey  work  today  to  help  relieve 
the  fuel  shortage  whhdi  is  still  in  the  critical 
stage,  an  estimated  3ad)00  mine  workers  in 
District  1  reported  for  work  today. 

Producers  contacted  in'e  local  survey  this 
morning  stated  that  the  manpower  situation 
was  normal  for  Saturday  \Vhen,  ordinarily, 
some  of  the  workers  are  absent. 

Earlier  in  the  week  there  was\  supposition 
that  those  miners  who  lost  a  day  earlier  in 
the  week  as  a  result  of  the  embargo  placed 
upon  coal  shipments  might  not  wofck  today. 
The  opinion  prevailed  that  these  man,  not 
having  worked  five  consecutive  days  leading 
up  to  today,  would  sacrifice  time  and  half 
pay  today  and  therefore  would  not  wo’ltk. 
Union  spokesmen,  as  late  as  yesterday,  pre¬ 
dicted  that  the  men  would  work  on  a  straight's 
time  basis  today  inasmuch  as  the  loss  of  a  \ 
day’s  work  earlier  in  the  week  resulted  from 
a  national  emergency  which  they  recognized. 

It  is  estimated  that  less  than  10,000  men  in 
the  entire  district  are  sacrificing  extra  pay 
today  because  of  the  earlier  interruption  in 
work. 

[From  the  Philadelphia  (Pa.)  Record  of 
February  4,  1945] 

Sixty-five  Thousand  Miners  Work  on  Day 
Off — Overtime  Pay  Is  Given  Up  in  Emer¬ 
gency — Dig  150,000  Tons  of  Coal  To  Off¬ 
set  Shortage 

Sixty-five  thousand  of  the  State’s  77,200 
anthracite  miners  dug  coal  on  their  normal 
day  off  yesterday  in  response  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  plea  to  help  combat  the  critical 
fuel  shortage. 


PRODUCE  150,000  TONS 

They  produced  approximately  150,000  tons 
of  coal,  said  Owen  E.  Williams,  regional  Solid 
Fuels  Administration  representative,  at 
Wilkes-Barre. 

The  news  was  welcomed  here  by  the  Retail 
Coal  Dealers’  Association  of  Philadelphia, 
which  said  the  off-day  output  would  push  the 
200  dealers  here  slightly  ahead  of  their  cur¬ 
rent  day-to-day  basis  of  supplies. 

Coupled  with  the  reports  from  the  hard- 
coal  belt  was  somewhat  more  moderate 
weather  than  that  which  created  the  fuel 
crisis. 

RAIN,  SNOW  FORECAST 

After  dipping  to  a  low  of  18°  at  8  a,  m., 
the  temperature  rose  to  30°  at  4  p.  m.  The 
Weather  Bureau  forecast  a  high  today  of  33°, 
with  increasing  cloudiness.  Mixed  snow  and 
rain,  originally  predicted  for  today,  may  arrive 
tomorrow  because  a  storm  is  moving  up  from 
the  Gulf  States  more  slowly  than  was  antici¬ 
pated. 

Effect  of  the  weather  on  pedestrians  was 
shown  by  a  check  of  hospitals  which  re¬ 
ported  more  than  1,100  persons  were  treated 
for  injuries  from  falls  on  Icy  streets  in  the 
last  17  days.  The  snow  and  ice  have^  been 
continually  on  the  ground  for  4  weeks  today. 

Thousands  of  the  miners  who  worked  yes¬ 
terday  received  only  straight  time  because 
for  them  it  was  not  a  sixth  consecutive  work¬ 
day.  Their  mines  were  closed  for  1  day  earlier 
in  the  week,  due  to  the  first  rail  embargo  on 
nonmilitary  shipments. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  revise  and  extend  my  remarks  and  to 
include  therein  a  news  story  from  the 
Wilkes-Barre  Times-Leader  of  February 
3,  1945,  and  from  the  Philadelphia  Rec¬ 
ord  of  the  same  date. 


The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SOLID  FUEL  SHORTAGE 

Mr.  MURPHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want 
to  commend  my  distinguished  colleague 
from  Pennsylvania  on  his  remarks  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  coal  problem  of  the  East  at 
the  present  time.  I  am  sure  that,  as  soon 
as  the  situation  is  such  that  cars  can  be 
provided,  an  ample  supply  of  coal  will  be 
furnished. 

May  I  say  to  the  Members  of  the  House 
that  they  have  just  heard  the  remarks  of 
a  distinguished  and  able  Member  of  this 
House,  and  I  am  sure  in  the  days  to  come 
the  people  of  northeastern  Pennsylvania 
may  well  be  proud  of  the  achievements 
of  their  new  advocate. 

VETERANS’  HONORABLE  DISCHARGE 
BUTTON 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
'House  for  2  minutes. 

X^The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
theyequest  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRICE  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  ‘the  following  announcement 
issued  this  morning  by  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  Bureau  of  Public  Relations.  I 
quote:  \ 

Representatives  'qf  the  Army,  Navy,  and 
Veterans  Administration,  following  a  thor¬ 
ough  study,  have  decided  to  retain  the  pres¬ 
ent  design  of  the  discharge  button  which  is 
given  all  honorably  discharged  veterans  of 
the  present  war. 

As  some  Members  of  the  House  are 
aware,  there  has  been  some’public  criti¬ 
cism  of  this  insignia.  It  has  been  said 
that  it  is  not  easily  recognizecNthat  the 
public  does  hot  know  for  what  i^tands, 
and  that  former  service  men  and  women, 
who  have  served  their  country  well,  have 
been  made  the  object  of  embarrassing 
and  humiliating  remarks.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dingell]  had  ^ 
something  to  say  on  the  subject  in  this  \ 
Chamber  less  than  a  week  ago. 

As  a  recently  discharged  veteran,  I  can 
attest  that  the  public  is  not  well  in¬ 
formed  on  the  discharge  button.  How¬ 
ever,  that  is  less  the  fault  of  the  emblem 
itself  than  of  the  public-relations 
branches  of  our  armed  services.  They, 
and  perhaps  the  Office  of  War  Informa¬ 
tion,  should  have  made  it  their  business 
long  ago  to  so  publicize  this  button  that 
it  would  be  known  and  honored  by  every¬ 
one. 

I  have  been  gratified  to  learn  that  re¬ 
cently  a  prominent  Chicago  newspaper, 
the  Herald-American,  has  undertaken 
an  aggressive  campaign  to  secure  public 
recognition  of  the  veteran’s  honorable 
discharge  button.  The  design  was  fea¬ 
tured  in  gold  on  page  1,  with  the  legend, 
“They  have  served.” 

This  campaign  has  since  been  taken  up 
by  other  newspapers  in  the  Hearst  chain, 
and  the  current  issue  of  Reader’s  Digest 
devotes  half  a  page  to  the  same  subject. 

If  newspapers  and  magazines  generally 
would  devote  themselves  to  this  worthy 


effort,  I  am  certain  that  the  morale  of 
our  returning  service  men  and  women 
would  be  greatly  enhanced. 

At  the  same  time  I  would  like  to  sug¬ 
gest  to  the  Secretary  of  War  his  earnest 
consideration  of  a  proposal  to  permit  the 
use-  of  this  insignia  on  service  flags. 
Every  home  and  every  factory,  office, 
store,  or  place  of  business  from  which 
men  and  women  have  gone  out  to  serve 
their  country  is  permitted  to  display  the 
familiar  blue  star  on  a  white  and  red 
background.  If  the  man  or  woman  is 
killed,  the  blue  star  is  supplanted  by  a 
gold  star.  But  if  they  have  served  and 
been  honorably  discharged,  there  is  no 
way  of  indicating  this  fact  on  the  serv¬ 
ice  flag. 

I  urge  the  War  Department  to  so 
amend  its  regulations  as  to  make  this 
possible.  Now  that  there  is  no  longer 
any  question  about  the  design  of  the 
emblem  and  its  significance  is  being 
given  such  widespread  publicity,  this  ad¬ 
ditional  step  would  overcome  the  last 
barrier  to  its  complete  acceptance  by  the 
public. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MURPHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  that  my  remarks  may 
be  inserted  in  the  Record  immediately 
following  the  address  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Flood]. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  to  Mr.  Gregory  (at 
the  request  of  Mr.  Chapman),  indefinite¬ 
ly,  on  account  of  illness. 

SENATE  BILLS  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
title  was  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  410.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Marino  Bello; 
to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

ADJOURNMENT 


\  Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
mqve  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

le  motion  was  agreed  to;  accord- 
inglyx(at  5  o’clock  and  13  minutes  p.  m.) 
-the  Hquse  adjourned  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  February  7,  1945,  at  12 
o’clock  ndon. 

\ 

- > 

COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 


\ 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce 

(Wednesday  Sgbruary  7,  1945) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce,  at  10  o’clock  a.'-m.,  Wednesday, 
February  7,  1945,  to  resume  hearings  on 
H.  R.  1362,  railroad  retirement  bill. 

Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization 

(Wednesday,  February  7,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  will  hold  an  organization 
meeting  at  10:30  a.  m.  on  Wednesday, 
February  7,  1945. 


79th  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

February  6, 1945 

Mr.  Bloom  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs 


To  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as 
amended. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tines  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 

4  defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 

5  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “June  30,  1945” 

6  wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

7  “June  30,  1946”;  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1948”  and  in- 

8  selling  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1949”;  and  by  striking  out 

9  “July  1,  1945”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1946”; 

10  and  subsection  (b)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 

11  striking  out  “June  30,  1948”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

12  “June  30,  1949”. 
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OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 

.  j 

Legislative  Reports  and  Service  Section 


7<Hh-lst,  No.  42 


DIGEST  OF  PROCEEDINGS  OF  CONGRESS  OF  INTEREST  TO  THE. DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
(Issued  March  7,  19^5*'  for  actions  of  Tuesday,  March  6,  1945) 


(For  staff  of  the  Department  only) 
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HOUSE 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION.  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  the  con- 

— 

sideration  of  H.R.  2023,  to  continue  CCC  as  a  U.S.  agency,  increase  its. borrow¬ 
ing  power,  revise  the  basis  of  annual  appraisal  of  its  assets,  etc.  (pp.  1855, 

I860).'  '  x. 


LEND-LEASE.  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.R.  2013,  to 
extend  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for  1  year  (H.Rept.  259)  (p*  i860). 


3>>. FOREIGN  LOANS;  BANKING  AND  CURRENCY;  INTERNAL IONAL  T.V.A.  During  his  speech, 
^Hftiall  Uncle  Sam  Again  Become  the  Financial  Scapegoat  for  the  World,  n  Rep.  Maso 
Ill 7>--. ..criticized  proposals  that  the  U.S.  finance  the  world  after  the  waf  and 
stated  that  if  we  are  paid  baqk  in  goods  the  American  market  wilJA'become  flood 
ed  and  "Under. ^uch  a  condition,  what  would  become  of  the  American  farmer..?"  Ho 
claimed  that  tne  J'Bretton  Woods  program'is  a  lending  program"  and  that  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  an  International  TVA  is  "very  closely  related’1  (pp.  1S55~7)* 

X  /  *  ■  ■ .  * 

4.  NOMINATION.  Rep.  Spence,  Kyb,.,. commended  the  nomination  of  Fred  A.  Vinson  to  be 

Federal  Loan  Administrator  (pp. '-4.8 2 2- 3) .  y 

5.  ECONOMY.  Rep.  Rich,  Pa.,  urged  economy  in.  Federal  expenditures  (p.  1824). 

Both  Houses 

6.  FARM  MACHINERY./ received  S.Rak.  Legislature  resolutions  favoring,  legislation  to 

authorize  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  requisition  certain  materials  and 
equipment  not  nepddd.  for  the  war  effort  for  use  in  soil  and  water conservation 
work  (pp.  -lj.g6y-  186l). •  -  A  ‘ 


SENATE 


7  .  ,gove 

^  cla 


ERNMENT  CORPORATIONS.  Sen.  Moore,  Okla. ,  criticized  Government  corporations, 


claiming  that  "American  democracy  has  moved  toward  economic  totalitarianism. 


)  • 


and  that  "it  all  adds  up  to  a  controlled  economy,  by  governmental  edict  admini^* 
tered  "by  an  unresponsive  "bureaucracy";  stated  that  "Without  .effective  control  ,by 
the X'ongress,  Government  through  these  corporate  instrumentalities  is  engaged  in 
practically  every  industrial'  field";  claimed  that  "A  glaring  "example- of''"  the 

almost  limitless  activities  ofjthese  Government  corporations- was  exposed  In. an 
address  by..._/Rep.  Keefe,  Wisj_/  concerning  the  operations  of  the  Commodj^y  Credit 

Corporation-11 ;  and” states  that  FCIC  "is  an  example  of  the  necessity  ford congres¬ 
sional  control."  Other  members  discussed  this  with  him.  (pp.  1795—8* V* 

ECONOMY.'  '  \  Received  a  Washington  County  (Md. )_  Taxpayer  S^yAssociation 

resolution  urging' that  Federal  expenditures  he  limited  to  Federal/ Government 
needs  and"  purposes".  To  Appropriations  Committee,  (p.  1785.)  r . 

\  /  .  £  1 

3.  CONGEES SIGNAL  ORGANIZATION.  Sens. '  Thomas,  Utah,  Pepper,  Fla. ,. "Russell,  C-a.,  White, 
Maine,  Brooks,  Ill., p  and  BaFollette, "  Wis. ,  were  appointed  premiers  of' the- Joint 
Committee  on  the  organization  of  Congress"  established  pursuant  to  H. Con. Res.  18 

(p-  1781.)  •  \  .  /  . 

.  .  V  ’  '  -  /:  ‘  . 

10.  NOMINATION.  Confirmed  the '‘nomination  of  Fred  M,  Vinson  to  be  Federal' Loan- Admin¬ 


istrator  (p.  1819) • 


\ 
\ 


11.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY;  TRANSPORTATION.  Received’  the"  Attorney  General 1  s  first  monthly 
report  on  the  disposition  of  surplus  Government -owned  property  and  the'  fit's t  of 
a  series  of  reports  on  transportation.  T0  Finance  Committee,  (p.  1782.) 


12.  ST.  LAWRENCE  WATERWAY.  Received  a  Pa.  Legislature  memorial  opposing  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  project  (p.  I7S2). 

X  .  :  ■ 

13«  WILDLIFE.  Received  Mont,  and  Md.-  Legislatures  resolutions  favouring  a  longer  open 
season  on  mi'grato'ry  waterfowl.  To  Agriculture  and  Forestry .  Commit  tee., (pc-.  1783, 

1785*) 

.  ,j 

l4.  MISSOURI  VALLEY  AUTHORITY.  Sen*  McCarran,  Nev.',.  submitted  a  resolution  to.'-provide. 
that  S.555,  the  MVA  bill,-  is' to  be  referred  to'  the  Irrigation  and  Reclamation 
Committee  after  the  Commerce  Committee  has  cc ncip.de d  its  co ns i derat ion  of  this 
bill  (pp.  , ,1788-9) .  /'  •  \  .  .  . 

Received  a  Mont.  Legislature  resolution  opposing  the  proposed  MVA  .(p.1763)  • 

/  '  ’  \ 

15*  INFORMATION.  Both  Houses  received  an  Ariz.  Legislature  resolution  urging  efforts 
in  behalf  of  national  and  international  agreelrient  s  ■  guaranteeing  freedom  of  access 
to  and  transportation  of  news  (pp.  1784,  I86l). 

.  -  '  '*■  -  Wu 

/ 

16.  RESEARCH.  .  Received  a  petition  from  sundry  Md.  citizens  opposing  vivisection 

of  dogs  in  pRe’D.C.  (p.  1785).  \  . 

/  \  -  -  * 
jf  r  f  k  ’  * 

17.  MANPOWER.. BILL.  Continued  debate  on  this  bill,  H.  R.  1752  (up.  17*89-90,  1803-18). 

Agreed,'  4^-35,  to  Sen.  Bush.fi  eld  t  g  (S.  Dak.)  amendment  to  eliminate  the. penalty 
provision  in  the  bill  which  provides  for  imprisonment  and/or  fines  , for  persons 
wilfully  violating  any  'W.M.C."  order  (p.  1808).  Sen. -Bailey  (N.C. ).  submitted  an 
amiehdment,  to  Sen.  Revercomb 1  s  substitute  amendment,  which  .provides  that-  any 
registrant  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45  who  is  not  performing  essential  work 
.  may  be  drafted  into  the  armed  forces  (p-p.  1808-18).  „  , 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


\ 


18*  FARM  MACHINERY.  H.  R.  2493,  by  Rep.  Beckworth,  Tex.",  to  permit  'direct  sales,  of 
surplus  vehicles  and  small  machinery  to  farmers  for  their  use  in  earning  'a 
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vestigation  is  proved  to  be  disloyal  or  dis¬ 
affected  in  a  sensitive  position  where  he 
might  have  access  to  secret  Army  equipment 
or  Vital  Army  information.  It  is  worthy  of 
noteVthat  the  instruction  of  December  30  has 
been'^for  nearly  2  months  in  the  hands  of  a 
large 'number  of  responsible  commanders.  It 
is  th^se  men  who  are  most  alert  to  detect, 
and  ar,e  directly  affected  by  evidences  of  dis¬ 
loyal  tyi  in  their  commands.  Not  one  of  them 
has  reported  to  the  War  Department  that 
the  instruction  is  having  or  will  have  any 
tendency  t’  weaken  the  Army’s  controls  over 
subversive  or  disaffected  personnel. 

Clearly,  the  War  Department  is  put¬ 
ting  firsy  and  foremost  the  individual 
loyalty,  ability,  and  performance  of  its 
personnel*  and  will  continue  to  do  so. 

Our  Aripy  is  doing  a  magnificent  job 
all  over  tHte  world,  and  it  has  America’s 
whole-hearted  support. 

(Mr.  DE  (LACY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  LeCompte  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Gwynne  of  Iowa),  for  an  indefinite 
period,  on  account  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Kelly  of  Illinois,  for  an  in¬ 
definite  period,  on  account  of  illness. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  BYRNE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  move  that  the  House  do  now  ad¬ 
journ. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  5  o’clock  and  7  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Wed¬ 
nesday,  March  7,  1945,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce 

(Wednesday,  March  7,  1945) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.,  Wednesday, 
March  7,  1945,  to  resume  hearings  on 
H.  R.  1362,  railroad  retirement  bill. 

Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization 

(Wednesday  and  Thursday,  March  7  and  8, 
1945) 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  will  hold  hearings  on 
Wednesday  and  Thursday,  March  7  and 
8,  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  173,  1548, 
1624,  and  2256. 

Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
,  Roads 

(Thursday,  March  8,  1945) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads 
on  Thursday,  March  8,  1945,  at  10  a.  m„ 
at  which  time  hearings  will  be  had  on 
parcel-post  rates. 

————— 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

275.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill  to 
reserve  certain  land  on  the  public  do¬ 
main  in  Utah  for  addition  to  the  Goshute 
Indian  Reservation  was  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Indian  Affairs. 


REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar  as  follows: 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN:  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  776.  A  bill 
to  authorize  the  naturalization  of  Filipinos; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  252).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  1104.  A  bill  to 
amend  section  23  of  the  Immigration  Act 
of  February  5,  1917;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  253) .  ■  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON  of  North  Carolina:  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means.  H.  R.  2348.  A 
bill  to  provide  for  the  coverage  of  certain 
drugs  under  the  Federal  narcotic  laws;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  Nol  254) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McCOWEN :  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  385.  A  bill 
to  amend  section  334  (c)  of  the  Nationality 
Act  of  1940,  approved  October  14,  1940  (54 
Stat.  1156-11^7;  8  U.  S.  C.  734);  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  255).  Referred  to 
the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  MASON :  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  388.  A  bill  to 
amend  section  201  (g)  of  the  Nationality 
Act  of  ,1940  (54  Stat.  1138-1139;  8  U.  S.  C. 
601);  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  256). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mi-.  DICKSTEIN:  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  434.  ,  A  bill 
to,  jprovide  that  nationals  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  lose  their  nationality  by  reason  of 
voting  under  legal  compulsion  in  a  foreign 
state;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  257). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar.  \ 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Af- ■ 
fairs.  H.  R.  2013.  A  bill  to  extend  for  1  year 
the  provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  de- ; 
fense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March 
11,  1941,  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  259).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
.the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House 
lesolution  167.  Resolution  for  the  consid- 
mtion  of  H.  R.  2023,  a  bill  to  continue 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as  an  agency 
of  the  United  States,  increase  its  borrowing 
power,  revise  the  basis  of  the  annual  ap¬ 
praisal,  of  its  assets,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without',  amendment  (Rept.  No.  267) .  Re¬ 
ferred  to -the  House  Calendar. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause'2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  WEAVER :  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
H.  R.  1270.  A  bill  td  provide  for  an  appeal  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Claims  in  a  suit 
instituted  by  CJeorge  A.  Carden  and  Anderson 
T.  Herd;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  258) . 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  / 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Pennsylvania :  Committee 
on  Immigration  and  Naturalization.  H.  R. 
268.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Filip  Nicola 
Lazarevich;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
260).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Pennsylvania:  Committee 
qh  Immigration  and  Naturalization.  H.  R. 
816.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Morris  Burstein 


an(3  Jennie  Burstein;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  261).  Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Pennsylvania :  Committee 
on  immigration  and  Naturalization.  H.  R. 
271.  A  bill  for  the  x-elief  of  Eleanor  McCloskey, 
also  known  as  Evelyn  Mary  Mikalauskas; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  262).  Re¬ 
ferred,  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN:  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  840.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Toby  Lena  Rosenberg,  alias 
Maria  Louisa  Nasco,  alias  Alejandro  Nasco 
Echegaray;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
263).  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN:  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  846.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  alien  Michael  Soldo;  with 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  264) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  DICKSTEIN :  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  1402.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  certain  Basque  aliens;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  265) .  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Mr.  MASON:  Committee  on  Immigration 
and  Naturalization.  H.  R.  269.  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Charles  Molnor;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  266) .  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ANDERSON  of  New  Mexico: 

H.  R.  2491.  A  bill  to  increase  the  maximum 
monthly  payment  made  by  States  to  indi¬ 
viduals  for  old-age  assistance  which  will  be 
matched  by  the  Federal  Government;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  BECKWORTH: 

H.  R.  2492.  A  bill  to  permit  direct  sales  of 
surplus  property  consisting  of  vehicles  and 
small  machinery  to  veterans  for  their  use  in 
earning  a  livelihood,  and  to  give  veterans  a 
preference  for  10  days  in  the  purchase  of  such 
property;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments. 

H.  R.  2493.  A  bill  to  permit  direct  sales  of 
surplus  property  consisting  of  vehicles  and 
small  machinery  to  farmers  for  their  use  in 
earning  a  livelihood,  and  to  give  farmers  a 
preference  for  10  days  in  the  purchase  of  such 
property;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments. 

By  Mr.  GREEN : 

H.  R.  2494.  A  bill  authorizing  appointments 
to  the  United  State  Military  Academy  and 
the  United  States  Naval  Academy  of  sons  of 
members  of  the  land  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States  who  were  killed  in  action  or 
have  died  of  wounds  or  injuries  received,  or 
disease  contracted,  in  active  service  during 
World  War  No.  2;  to  the  Committee  on  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN: 

H.  R.  2495.  A  bill  to  prohibit  discrimination 
in  employment  because  of  race,  creed,  color, 
national  origin,  or  ancestry;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Labor. 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  California: 

H.  R.  2496.  A  bill  to  prohibit  use  of  the 
mails  or  instrumentalities  of  interstate  com¬ 
merce  for  the  sale  or  delivery  of  certain  fab¬ 
rics  or  materials  containing  explosive  sub¬ 
stances;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  JACKSON  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  2497.  A  bill  to  improve  salary  and 
wage  administration  in  the  Federal  service;  to 
provide  pay  for  overtime  and  for  night  and 
holiday  v&rk;  to  amend  the  Classification 
Act  of  1923,  as  amended;  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  NEELY: 

H.  R.  2498.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  to  authorize  grants  to  the 
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I  now  quote  from  the  Japanese  com¬ 
mentator,  Yasua  Yamida,  who  told  our 
troops  via  the  Tokyo  radio  in  1943: 

There' ts  no  doubt  that  Robert  McCormick 
is  an  extremely  charming  character.  I  think 
America  today  needs  many  more  dynamic 
characters  like  this  Chicago  veteran. 

Thank  God  that  the  great  majority  of 
American  newspapers  are  as  devoted  to 
the  cause  of  America — to  the  winning 
of  this  war — to  the  defeat  of  our  en¬ 
emies — to  a  devotion  to  true  freedom 
of  press — as  any  of  us  in  this  land. 
Thank  God  there  are  only  a  few  news¬ 
paper  publishers  whose  praises  are 
beamed  by  Tokyo  and  Berlin  to  our 
troops  overseas. 

That  is  why  when,  on  February  19,  the 
Chicago  Tribune,  with  its  fellow  Axis 
helpers,  the  New  York  Daily  News  and  the 
Washington  Times-Herald,  published  an¬ 
other  of  its  “secret  documents”  we  may 
be  shocked  but  not  surprised.  Publica¬ 
tion  of  secret  Army  regulations  relating 
to  handling  of  personnel  whose  loyalty 
is  suspected  could  only  have  been  in¬ 
tended  to  reveal  to  internal  enemies  the 
methods  by  which  our  Army  Intelligence 
Service  ferrets  out  those  who  are  dis¬ 
loyal.  It  could  only  have  been  intended 
to  tell  those  under  suspicion  the  full 
story  of  the  manner  by  which  the  War 
Department  discovers  their  anti-war  and 
anti-American  activities.  It  could  only 
have  been  to  arm  them  so  that  they 
could  more  easily  avoid  the  traps  which 
our  intelligence  system  sets  for  them. 

And,  like  Hitler,  the  Tribune  cloaked 
its  own  treason  in  a  righteous  indigna¬ 
tion  that  the  Army’s  procedure  might  re¬ 
sult  in  the  commissioning  of  Commu¬ 
nists.  The  Tribune,  of  course,  is  well 
aware  of  how  Hitler  used  the  Red  scare 
to  spread  fear,  mistrust,  and  suspicion. 
The  Tribune  editors  have  read  history. 
They  know  that  it  was  the  flames  of  the 
Reichstag  fire  and  the  fear  of  commu¬ 
nism  which  this  Hitler-faked  “Red  plot” 
created,  which  burned  the  Nazi  swastika 
into  the  heart  of  Germany  and  plunged 
the  world  into  war. 

The  indefensible  disclosure  of  secret 
security  procedure  by  Tokyo’s  Chicago 
darling  has  unfortunately  been  followed 
on  the  House  floor  itself  by  imputations 
of  treason  or  near  treason  to  the  War 
Department;  and  the  regulations  whose 
purpose  was  to  make  for  a  more  accurate 
sifting  of  loyal  from  disloyal  personnel 
have  been  represented  here  and  to  the 
country  as  though  their  purpose  were 
the  opposite,  as  though  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  were  ordering  the  elevation  of  dis¬ 
loyal  persons  into  position  from  which 
they  could  sabotage  the  war  and  under¬ 
mine  the  security  and  liberty  of  our 
country. 

It  is  hardly  necessary  to  state  on  this 
floor  that  the  War  Department,  under 
that  great  American  patriot,  the  Honor¬ 
able  Henry  L.  Stimson,  and  under  Amer¬ 
ica’s  Commander  in  Chief  and  greatest 
world  statesman,  our  President,  is  not 
guilty  of  treason  or  of  anything  like  or 
near  treason.  » 

It  is  regrettable  that  the  heat  of  ex¬ 
pressing  a  point  of  view  in  opposition 
to  a  War  Department  directive  should 
have  given  rise  to  such  language  on  the 
floor  of  this  body. 


What  the  War  Department  actually 
did  was,  after  long  study  of  relevant  legal 
precedents  and  theory,  and  after  a  tre¬ 
mendous  experience  in  the  handling  of 
inductees  suspected  of  disloyalty,  to  issue 
on  December  30,  1944,  the  simple  clarify¬ 
ing  directive: 

The  basic  consideration  is  not  the  propriety 
of  the  individual’s  opinions,  but  his  loyalty 
to  the  United  States. 

That  was  all,  just  a  plain,  clear  state¬ 
ment  of  the  fundamental  American  truth 
that  thought  is  free  in  this  country. 

Implementing  this  basic  consideration, 
the  directive  continues: 

Membership  in,  or  strict  adherence  to  the 
doctrines  of,  the  Communist  Party  organiza¬ 
tion  is  evidence  that  the  individual  is  subject 
to  imluences  that  may  tend  to  divide  his  loy¬ 
alty.  However,  many  good  soldiers  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  conflicting  influences.  Such  influ¬ 
ences  must  be  appraised  in  the  light  of  the 
individual’s  entire  record.  No  action  will  be 
taken  under  the  reference  letter  that  is 
predicated  c  n  membership  in  or  adherence  to 
the  doctrines  of  the  Communist  Party  unless 
there  is  a  specific  finding  that  the  individual 
involved  has  a  loyalty  to  the  Communist 
Party  as  an  organization  which  overrides  his 
loyalty  to  the  United  States.  No  such  finding 
should  be  based  on  the  mere  fact  that  the  in¬ 
dividual’s  views  on  various  social  questions 
have  been  the  same  as  the  views  which  the 
Communist  Party  may  have  advanced.  Ex¬ 
cept  in  clear  cases,  no  action  should  be  taken 
against  persons  who  are  being  trained  for 
combat  assignments  and  have  demonstrated 
a  high  degree  of  ability  to  serve  the  United 
States  in  that  manner,  including  a  willing¬ 
ness  to  accept  combat  duty. 

Testifying  before  the  subcommittee  of 
the  House  Military  Affairs  Committee, 
the  Honorable  John  J.  McCloy,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  War,  said: 

The  Army  has  not  knowingly  appointed  as 
officers  any  individuals  who  seek  the  over¬ 
throw  of  the  United  States  Government,  or 
whose  disloyalty  has  been  otherwise  estab¬ 
lished,  and  it  does  not  propose  to  do  so.  The 
Army  has  not  knowingly  assigned  to  any 
sensitive  duty  any  individual  who  seeks  such 
objectives,  or  who  is  justly  suspected  for  any 
other  reason  of  any  disaffection,  and  does  not 
propose  to  do  so.  The  War  Department  has 
not  issued  any  instructions  under  which  any 
such  appointment  or  assignment  could  be 
properly  made,  and  does  not  propose  to  do  so. 

Again,  he  testified: 

The  keystone  of  the  entire  structure  of 
the  Army  is  loyalty,  and  its  preservation  is 
a  matter  which  must  be  handled  with  the 
greatest  care.  It  must  be  done  with  vigi¬ 
lance  but  if  procedures  become  overzealous 
and  unfair,  reactions  set  in  which  are  detri¬ 
mental  to  the  Army  and  to  the  causes  for 
which  our  armies  take  the  field.  It  has  been 
extremely  gratifying  that,  out  of  the  thous¬ 
ands  of  cases  investigated  by  the  Army,  only 
a  very  small  number  of  persons  who  have 
come  into  the  service  have  been  found  to 
be  disloyal  or  have  been  even  suspected  of 
disaffection. 

And  a  third  time,  he  emphasized: 

The  basic  consideration  remained,  as  be¬ 
fore,  the  individual’s  loyalty  to  the  United 
States  of  America,  a  loyalty  to  be  measured 
not  in  terms  of  allegiance  to  any  one  alien 
belief,  such  as  communism,  but  in  terms 
of  all  beliefs  that  might  supersede  his  devo¬ 
tion  to  America. 

The  fair  and  reasonable  application 
of  loyalty  tests  to  Army  personnel  is  not 
just  a  “matter  of  justice  to  the  individ¬ 
ual,”  the  Secretary  continued,  but  neces¬ 


sary  also  “to  avoid  the  obvious  possi¬ 
bility  that  action  on  inconclusive  proof 
might  afford  a  ready  means  for  numer¬ 
ous  persons,  without  just  cause,  to  avoid 
the  hazards  of  combat  service.  At  a  time 
when  the  Nation’s  critical  need  was  for 
expanding  manpower,  such  an  escape 
corridor  was  intolerable.” 

As  long  as  this  question  has  been 
opened,  it  should  also  be  understood  that 
the  Army  confronted  some  serious  legal 
problems  as  to  whether  Communists  ac¬ 
tually  do  advocate  the  violent  overthrow 
of  the  United  States  Government. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  Schneiderman  against  United 
States  (320  U.  S.  118  (1943)),  testified 
Mr.  McCloy: 

Stated  that  it  had  never  passed  on  the 
question  of  whether  the  Communist  Party 
advocated  the  overthrow  of  our  form  of  gov¬ 
ernment  by  force. 

And  he  added: 

The  language  of  the  opinion  cast  such  fur¬ 
ther  doubt  upon  the  administrative  finding 
made  by  the  Attorney  General  in  1942, 

*  *  *  as  to  render  it  inadvisable  there¬ 

after  for  the  Army  to  rely  thereon  as  a  basis 
for  exclusion  from  military  service.  Indeed, 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Army  in 
an  opinion  to  the  staff,  called  attention  to 
the  dictum  in  this  case  and  the  doubt  it  cast 
on  the  prior  ruling. 

But — 

The  Assistant  Secretary  continued — 
beyond  any  questions  of  legal  theory,  a  study 
of  the  question  and  our  experience  convinced 
me  that  we  were  not  on  sound  ground  in 
our  investigations  when  we  placed  our  em¬ 
phasis  solely  on  Communist  affiliation. 

With  such  emphasis,  investigations  were 
prone  to  drift  off  into  questions  of  alleged 
attendance,  in  the  years  before  the  man  came 
into  the  Army,  at  meetings  alleged  to  have 
been  Communist  meetings  or  at  meetings  of 
so-called  “Reds,”  whereas  the  obvious  need 
was  to  determine  whether  the  man  actually 
was  loyal  or  disloyal  to  the  United  States  in 
the  light  of  all  the  circumstances  which 
could  be  adduced. 

A  man’s  willingness,  and  in  many  cases 
his  eagerness,  to  train  himself  for  and  to 
engage  in  hazardous  employment  in  the 
Army,  the  testimony  of  his  commanding  offi¬ 
cer,  the  judgment  of  his  fellow  soldiers  after 
observation  and  questioning  of  the  man  him¬ 
self  all  afforded  in  my  judgment  more  re¬ 
liable  material  on  the  issue  of  the  man’s 
loyalty  than  the  generally  doubtful  evidence 
of  membership  in  an  organization  or  at¬ 
tendance  at  meetings  alleged  to  have  been 
Communist.  Long  experience  in  handling 
cases  of  this  character  finally  convinced  the 
War  Department  that  mere  sympathy  with  a 
given  Ideology  or  suspected  membership  in  a 
given  organization  neither  legally  nor  as  a 
matter  of  abstract  justice  furnished  suffi¬ 
cient  justification  for  adverse  action.  It 
concluded  that  the  only  sound,  though  diffi¬ 
cult,  solution  of  this  problem  was  to  base 
action  on  the  attitude  and  actions  of  the 
individual  rather  than  on  his  alleged  con¬ 
nections.  For  that  reason  a  comprehensive 
restatement  of  the  Army’s  basic  policy  was 
issued  on  February  5,  1944,  which,  without 
specific  reference  to  any  ideology,  made  un¬ 
questioned  loyalty  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  on  the  part  of  the  individual 
the  yardstick. 

The  concluding  portions  of  Secretary 
McCloy’s  testimony  is  worth  the  serious 
attention  of  every  Member  of  this  House. 
He  said: 

Certainly  neither  this,  nor  any  antecedent 
Instruction  on  this  subject  has  resulted  in 
placing  any  person  who,  after  thorough  in- 
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I 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  a  period  of  1  year  an  act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  having  con¬ 
sidered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  without  amendment,  and 
recommend  that  the  bill  be  passed. 

II 

This  bill  amends  subsection  (c)  of  section  3,  and  subsection  (b)  of 
section  6  of  an  act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States,  ap¬ 
proved  March  11,  1941  (Public  Law  11,  77th  Cong.),  amended  March 
11,  1943  (Public  Law  9,  78th  Cong.),  and  May  17,  1944  (Public  Law 
304,  78th  Cong.),  and  in  accordance  with  clause  2a,  rule  13,  there  is 
inserted  in  the  report  those  subsections  of  sections  3  and  6  of  that  act 
(the  language  proposed  to  be  repealed  enclosed  in  black  brackets  and 
the  amendatory  language  in  italics),  which  are  as  follows: 

Subsection  (c)  of  section  3,  Public  Law  11,  Seventy-seventh  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended: 

(c)  After  [June  30,  1945]  June  80,  1946,  or  after  the  passage  of  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  by  the  two  Houses  before  [June  30,  1945]  June  80,  1946, 
which  declares  that  the  powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  are  no 
longer  necessary  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States  neither  the  Presi¬ 
dent  nor  the  head  of  any  department  or  agency  shall  exercise  any  of  the  powers 
conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a);  except  that  until  [July  1,  1948] 
July  1,  1949,  any  of  such  powers  may  be  exercised  to  the  extent  necessary  to  carry 
out  a  contract  or  agreement  with  such  a  foreign  government  made  before  [July  1, 
1945]  July  1,  1946,  or  before  the  passage  of  such  concurrent  resolution,  whichever 
is  the  earlier. 
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Subsection  (b)  of  section  6,  Public  Law  11,  Seventy-seventh  Con¬ 
gress,  as  amended: 

(b)  All  money  and  all  property  which  is  converted  into  money  received  under 
section  3  from  any  government  shall,  with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the 
Budget,  revert  to  the  respective  appropriation  or  appropriations  out  of  which 
funds  were  expended  with  respect  to  the  defense  article  or  defense  information  for 
which  such  consideration  is  received,  and  shall  be  available  for  expenditure  for  the 
purpose  for  which  such  expended  funds  were  appropriated  by  law,  during  the 
fiscal  year  in  which  such  funds  are  received  and  the  ensuing  fiscal  year;  but  in  no 
event  shall  any  funds  so  received  be  available  for  expenditure  after  [June  30, 
1948J  June  80,  1949. 

Ill 

The  original  Lend-Lease  Act  had  a  life  of  2  years.  Thereafter  the 
act  has  been  extended  for  1-year  periods,  in  order  that  the  Congress 
might  be  given  full  opportunity  to  review  each  year  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  act.  The  committee  once  again  recommends  that  the  act 
be  extended  for  an  additional  year. 

Today,  the  armed  forces  of  this  country  and  our  allies  are  interlocked 
in  combat  with  powerful  enemy  forces  on  German  soil  and  are  pre¬ 
paring  to  launch'  new  and  even  more  powerful  offensives  against  the 
main  Japanese  forces  on  the  Asiatic  mainland  and  the  homeland  of 
Japan.  The  sending  of  war  supplies  to  our  allies  to  enable  them  to 
bring  the  full  weight  of  their  own  manpower  and  resources  to  bear 
against  the  common  enemy  is  an  integral  part  of  our  country’s  war 
effort.  Through  lend-lease  American  weapons  and  other  war  supplies 
are  being  used  by  our  allies  to  defeat  our  enemies.  The  extension  of 
the  Lend-Lease  Act  by  the  Congress  will  save  American  and  other 
Allied  lives  and  speed  immeasurably  the  day  of  final  victory. 

IV.  Hearings 

H.  R.  2013  was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
February  7,  1945.  In  considering  the  extension  of  the  Lend-Lease 
Act,  the  committee  undertook  a  full  examination  into  the  manner  in 
which  the  act  has  been  administered.  Hearings  were  held  over  a 
period  of  4  weeks.  The  committee  received  testimony  in  public  or 
executive  session  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  Henry  L.  Stimson;  the 
Foreign  Economic  Administrator,  Leo  T.  Crowley;  the  Deputy  Foreign 
Economic  Administrator,  Oscar  Cox;  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
H.  Struve  Hensel;  Assistant  Secretary  of  State,  Dean  Acheson;  the 
Administrator  of  the  War  Shipping  Administration  and  Chairman  of 
the  Maritime  Commission,  Admiral  Emory  S.  Land;  Col.  George  A. 
Spiegelberg,  Chief,  Procurement  Control  Section,  Supreme  Head¬ 
quarters,  Allied  Expeditionary  Forces;  Philip  D.  Reed,  chairman  of 
the  board  of  the  General  Electric  Co.,  formerly  special  representative 
of  the  Foreign  Economic  Administration  and  Minister  in  London; 
James  M.  Landis,  dean  of  the  Harvard  Law  School,  formerly  special 
representative  of  the  Foreign  Economic  Administration  and  Minister 
in  Cairo;  and  Lt.  Col.  William  S.  Culbertson,  United  States  Army, 
special  ambassador  for  the  State  Department  and  Chairman  of  the 
Special  Economic  Mission  in  north  Africa,  France,  Italy,  and  the 
Middle  East  (Mediterranean  area)  for  the  United  States  Commercial 
Company.  All  of  the  witnesses  testified  strongly  to  the  necessity  for 
extending  the  Lend-Lease  Act.  Unanimously  they  emphasized  the 
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indispensable  role  of  the  system  of  lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  in 
coordinating  and  unifying  the  military  strategy  and  war  supply  of  the 
United  Nations  into  an  effective  integrated  whole.  Each  witness,  in 
terms  of  his  own  agency’s  role  in  our  country's  war  effort,  testified  to 
the  vital  assistance  of  lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  in  the  coordi¬ 
nated  and  successful  operations  of  the  Allied  ground,  naval,  and  air 
forces  and  the  merchant  marine.  No  witness  opposed  the  extension  of 
the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

The  committee  was  materially  aided  in  its  appraisal  of  the  contribution 
of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  to  Allied  military  successes  by  up-to-date  detailed 
information  on  lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  submitted  to  the 
committee  by  the  witnesses,  as  well  as  by  the  quarterly  reports  which 
have  been  submitted  by  the  President  or  on  his  direction  the 
Congress  pursuant  to  the  Lend-Lease  Act.  Most  of  the  information 
provided  to  the  committee  will  be  available  to  the  Congress  as  a  whole 
and  to  the  public  as  a  record  of  the  administration  of  the  lend-lease 
program.  Certain  additional  information  was  submitted  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  which  for  reasons  of  military  security  cannot  be  made  a  part 
of  the  record. 

The  committee  considered  at  length  the  lend-lease  agreement 
recently  concluded  with  the  French  Government.  The  purpose  of 
this  agreement  is  to  provide  the  supplies  and  services  needed  by 
France  to  mobilize  and  fully  use  her  resources  and  manpower  to 
hasten  the  defeat  of  the  common  enemy.  Although  we  may  have 
hopes  for  an  early  end  of  the  war  in  Europe,  our  military  plans  must 
be  based  on  the  expectation  that  the  war  will  continue  for  some  time 
to  come.  French  ports,  transportation  facilities,  and  industries  are 
playing  a  vital  role  in  support  of  our  offensives.  The  French  agree¬ 
ment,  concluded  at  a  late  stage  of  the  war  in  Europe,  protects  United 
States  interests  by  determining  some  of  the  obligations  of  France  in 
advance  of  the  war’s  conclusion.  Accordingly,  the  French  agreement 
provides  for  payment  by  France  to  the  United  States,  over  a  period 
of  years,  for  locomotives,  freight  cars,  machinery,  and  other  equip¬ 
ment  essential  to  the  prosecution  of  the  war  but  having  a  residual 
peacetime  use.  The  French  have  also  undertaken  to  accept  and  pay, 
over  a  period  of  years,  for  any  supplies  included  in  the  agreement 
which  may  be  produced  too  late  to  be  of  use  for  the  war,  thereby 
minimizing  our  financial  liabilities  in  liquidating  the  lend-lease  program 
and  reducing  our  surplus  problem  at  the  end  of  the  war.  The  benefits 
to  the  United  States  of  such  a  liquidation  arrangement  were  contem¬ 
plated  by  Congress  in  the  enactment  of  section  3  (c)  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act,  which  provides  for  a  3-year  period  during  which  contracts 
with  lend-lease-  governments  might  be  wound  up.  The  agreement 
specifically  reserves  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  withhold  supplies 
whenever  it  is  in  our  national  interest  to  do  so. 

The  French  lend-lease  agreement  is  in  keeping  with  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  as  a  war-supply  measure.  Post-war  recon¬ 
struction  and  rehabilitation  problems  abroad,  with  which  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  does  not  deal,  require  separate  consideration  by  the  Con¬ 
gress.  Agreements  entered  into  with  foreign  governments  under  the 
Lend-Lease  Act  must  be  for  the  procurement  and  transfer  of  supplies 
for  the  purpose  of  furthering  the  prosecution  of  the  war  against  Ger¬ 
many  and  Japan.  When  the  war  has  been  won,  lend-lease  should 
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end  and  be  liquidated  as  promptly  and  efficiently  as  possible  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  intention  of  Congress  and  the  provisions  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act. 

The  facts  brought  before  your  committee  at  its  hearings  indicate 
that  it  is  more  vital  now  than  ever  before  to  continue  the  Lend-Lease 
Act  as  an  essential  part  of  the  combined  Allied  organization  for  waging 
war.  As  Secretary  Stimson  observed,  “We  are  at  the  crisis  of  the  war, 
but  we  are  not  yet  at  its  finish.”  Swiftly  repeated  and  more  powerful 
blows  must  be  struck  at  the  enemy  if  we  are  not  to  lose  the  fruits  of 
our  past  efforts  and  delay  the  day  of  final  victory.  The  continuation 
of  lend-lease  is  indispensable  to  bringing  the  maximum  power  of  all 
the  United  Nations  successfully  to  bear  against  the  common  enemy. 

V.  Lend-Lease  Aid 

From  the  date  of  the  approval  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  on  March  11, 
1941,  through  December  31,  1944,  the  total  lend-lease  aid  provided  by 
the  United  States  amounted  to  $35,382,000,000.  About  44  percent  of 
this  aid  was  furnished  during  1944.  In  addition  to  direct  lend-lease 
aid,  war  supplies  amounting  to  $788,000,000  have  been  consigned 
during  this  period  to  United  States  commanding  generals  in  the  field 
for  subsequent  transfer  to  our  allies  under  lend-lease.  These  sums 
constitute  the  total  of  goods  transferred  and  services  rendered  to  our 
allies  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act  by  all  agencies  of  the  Government. 

Ninety-eight  percent  of  all'  lend-lease  aid  has  gone  to  our  four 
maior  fighting  allies — the  Soviet  Union,  the  British  Commonwealth, 
China,  and  France.  Although  our  allies  have  produced  by  far  the 
major  portion  of  their  requirements  for  war  material,  the  weapons  and 
other  wmr  supplies  provided  under  lend-lease  have  enabled  our  allies  to 
utilize  their  full  manpower  and  resources  for  w-ar  purposes,  and  have 
tremendously  increased  the  mobility  and  fire  power  of  their  forces  in 
the  combined  offensives  against  our  common  enemies,. 

Munitions  constitute  by  far  the  largest  item  in  lend-lease  trans¬ 
fers.  During  1944  they  amounted  to  53  percent  of  all  goods  trans¬ 
ferred  during  the  year.  Munitions  sent  under  lend-lease  have  ac¬ 
counted  for  about  14  percent  of  our  total  munitions  production,  and 
sales  of  munitions  to  our  allies  have  accounted  for  another  2  percent. 
Thus,  84  percent  of  all  our  munitions  production  has  been  retained  for 
the  use  of  our  own  armed  forces. 

Petroleum  products  sent  under  lend-lease  in  1944,  consisting 
primarily  of  aviation  and  motor  gasoline,  amounted  to  6  percent  of 
total  lend-lease  transfers  during  that  year.  A  large  portion  of  the 
lend-lease  petroleum  shipments  to  the  United  Kingdom  have  been 
used  by  our  own  ground,  air,  and  naval  forces  in  the  offensives 
against  Germany.  Lend-lease  petroleum  shipments  for  use  by 
our  allies  have  accounted  for  less  than  one-tenth  of  United  States 
production. 

War  equipment  and  other  industrial  products — consisting  of  such 
items  as  signal,  quartermaster,  chemical  w-arfare,  and  engineer 
equipment  and  supplies;  drugs  and  chemicals;  metals  and  minerals; 
railroad  and  road-building  equipment;  machine  tools  and  other 
equipment  for  war  production — amounted  to  24  percent  of  the  total 
goods  transferred  under  lend-lease  in  1944.  These  supplies  have 
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added  to  the  mobility  and  striking  power  of  the  Allied  offensives  and 
have  enabled  our  allies  to  produce  weapons  of  war  in  their  own 
factories,  thereby  relieving  the  strain  upon  our  own  resources  and 
manpower  in  the  United  States. 

Foodstuffs  and  other  agricultural  products  constituted  17  percent 
of  all  lend-lease  transfers  during  1944.  Lend-lease  food  supplies  in 
many  cases  have  meant  the  difference  between  a  starvation  diet  and 
the  minimum  essential  rations  for  the  soldiers  and  war  workers  of  our 
allies.  Lend-lease  shipments  of  food,  important  as  they  have  been  to 
our  allies,  accounted  for  only  8  percent  of  the  total  food  production 
in  this  country  during  1944.  A  one-third  increase  in  American  food 
production  over  pre-war  years  has  enabled  the  United  States  to  take 
care  of  the  tremendous  needs  of  the  American  armed  forces  and  to 
supplement  the  scanty  rations  of  our  allies,  while  at  the  same  time 
providing  more  food  to  each  civilian  in  the  country,  on  the  average, 
than  he  had  before  the  war. 

Total  services  rendered  to  our  allies  under  lend-lease  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1944,  amounted  to  $3,972,000,000,  while  the  value  of  goods 
transferred  was  $31,410,000,000.  Services  include  primarily  the  re¬ 
pair  and  servicing  in  this  country  of  Allied  men-of-war  and  merchant 
ships,  the  provision  of  ocean  and  inland  transportation  for  lend-lease 
goods,  the  construction  of  factory  and  shipyard  facilities  in  this  coun- 
trv  for  the  production  of  war  supplies  for  ourselves  as  well  as  for  our 
allies,  and  the  training  in  this  country  of  pilots  and  other  personnel 
for  United  Nations  air  forces. 

VI.  Lend-Lease  on  the  War  Fronts 

The  tremendous  offensives  launched  against  the  enemy  by  the 
United  Nations  over  the  past  year  and  the  liberation  of  millions  of 
peoples  from  enemy  subjugation,  have  been  achieved  through  an 
effective  fighting  partnership  of  all  the  United  Nations.  Lend-lease 
and  reverse  lend-lease  have  been  the  supply  mechanism  by  which  the 
full  manpower  and  resources  of  the  allies  have  been  mobilized  in  gigan¬ 
tic  and  coordinated  movements  covering  many  vast  theaters  of  combat 
all  over  the  world.  Without  this  mechanism  no  such  results  could  have 
been  effected. 

THE  WESTERN  FRONT 

Today  American  forces  are  manning  the  center  section  of  the  west¬ 
ern  front.  The  right  flank  of  that  front  is  held  by  the  French  Army 
and  the  left  flank  by  the  powerful  British  Second  Army  and  Canadian 
First  Army.  The  United  States  has  supplied  through  lend-lease 
substantially  all  of  the  equipment  for  eight  French  divisions  and  300 
supporting  French  units  aggregating  in  all  some  225,000  men,  in  addition 
to  a  French  Air  Force  of  about  15,000  men.  During  the  past  year  of 
operations  certain  of  these  French  divisions  fought  superbly  by  the 
side  of  our  American  troops  in  the  difficult  campaign  up  through  the 
Italian  peninsula.  Subsequently,  these  French  troops  played  a  heroic 
and  indispensable  part  in  the  landing  in  southern  France  in  support  of 
the  allied  invasion  of  Normandy  and  in  the  triumphant  march  up  the 
Rhone  Valley  to  a  successful  junction  with  General  Eisenhower’s 
forces  on  the  German  frontier.  Without  these  French  divisions  the 
American  forces  alone  could  not  have  carried  through  that  campaign 


6 


EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE 


with  any  comparable  saving  of  losses  on  our  side.  Now  that  France 
and  Belgium  have  been  liberated,  the  British  have  assumed  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  rearming  Belgian  forces  and  the  United  States  will  furnish  the 
arms  for  an  additional  8  French  divisions,  as  well  as  an  additional  60 
combat  and  service  units  for  the  French  Air  Force. 

The  equipment  and  supplies  furnished  under  lend-lease  to  the  British 
forces  have  been  of  vital  assistance  in  their  ground  and  air  offensives 
against  German}7,  during  the  past  critical  year  of  warfare.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  lend-lease  supplies  to  the  United  Kingdom  up  to  December 
1,  1944,  amounted  to  $11,332,000,000,  equivalent  to  43  percent  of 
lend-lease  shipments  to  all  of  our  allies  since  the  beginning  of  the 
program.  The  peak  of  the  movement  was  reached  in  May  1944,  just 
prior  to  D-day,  when  exports  of  lend-lease  goods  valued  at  $560,- 
000,000  were  shipped  to  United  Kingdom  ports.  These  lend-lease 
shipments  played  a  vital  role  in  the  softening  up  assaults  by  the 
British  and  American  air  forces  on  Nazi  Germany,  in  the  production 
by  British  factories  of  enormous  quantities  of  guns,  tanks,  and  ammu¬ 
nition  for  use  on  the  Normandy  beaches,  and  in  the  striking  power  of 
the  British  mechanized  forces  which  have  fought  so  valiantly  along¬ 
side  American  forces  in  the  campaign  of  France  and  on  the  German 
frontier. 

Almost  one-half  the  total  of  all  lend-lease  shipments  to  the  United 
Kingdom  has  consisted  of  munitions,  valued  at  $5,493,000,000.  The 
largest  single  item  of  lend-lease.  aid  has  been  8,500  planes,  together 
with  aircraft  engines  and  parts,  totaling  $1,965,000,000. 

THE  EASTERN  FRONT 

Lend-lease  shipments  to  the  Soviet  Union  up  to  December  1,  1944, 
amounted  to  $7,437,000,000,  which  wTas  28  percent  of  total  lend-lease 
shipments  to  all  countries.  The  large  quantities  of  munitions  sent 
under  lend-lease  to  support  the  great  Soviet  offensives  have  comprised 
the  largest  single  item  in  the  Soviet  lend-lease  program.  They  total 
$3,739,000,000,  or  one-half  the  value  of  lend-lease  materials  of  all 
kinds  shipped  thus  far  to  the  Soviet  Union.  The  United  States  has 
sent  12,000  airplanes  to  the  Soviet  Union,  more  than  to  any  other  ally 
under  the  lend-lease  program. 

The  United  States  has  not  only  furnished  the  Soviet  Union  with 
vast  quantities  of  modern  weapons,  but  on  her  request  and  to  aid  her 
long  lines  of  communication,  the  United  States  has  sent  large  quanti¬ 
ties  of  road  vehicles  and  railway  equipment.  Up  to  December  1, 
1944,  we  had  sent  to  the  Soviet  Union  under  lend-lease  362,000  motor 
vehicles,  two-fifths  of  which  wrere  shipped  in  the  first  11  months  of 
1944.  These  vehicles  and  equipment  have  substantially  served  to 
make  the  Russian  Army  mobile  in  its  vital  winter  compaign  tlirough 
Poland  and  into  eastern  Germany.  On  large  portions  of  the  present 
Russian  front  American  vehicles  are  carrying  to  the  troops  more  than 
half  of  their  supplies. 

In  addition,  the  United  States  had  sent  to  the  Soviet  Union  up  to 
December  1,  1944,  1,045  locomotives,  7,160  flat  cars,  1,000  dump 
cars,  100  tank  cars,  478,000  tons  of  railroad  rails  and  110,000  tons  of 
railroad  wheels  and  axles  to  help  meet  the  tremendous  demand  of 
wartime  transportation  over  vast  areas  for  the  Soviet  armies. 
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THE  SOUTHERN  FRONT 

Lend-lease  is  playing  its  part,  too,  in  the  drive  on  Germany  from 
the  south,  where  American  and  British  ground  forces  are  fighting  with 
the  soldiers  of  many  other  United  Nations.  The  United  States  has 
equipped  some  18,000  men  who  are  fighting  bravely  in  the  Brazilian 
Expeditionary  Force  in  Italy.  And  American  and  British  supplies 
have  been  pooled  to  equip  the  forces  of  France,  Poland,  Yugoslavia, 
Czechoslovakia,  South  Africa,  and  India  that  are  now  engaging  in 
Italy  an  estimated  27  Nazi  divisions  that  would  otherwise  be  opposing 
American  and  other  Allied  troops  on  the  western  and  eastern  fronts. 

Total  lend-lease  supplies  to  the  Mediterranean  theater  of  war,  in¬ 
cluding  Africa  and  the  Middle  East,  have  amounted  to  $3,524,000,000, 
equivalent  to  13.5  percent  of  lend-lease  shipments  to  all  theaters  up 
to  December  1,  1944.  Nearly  75  percent  of  the  supplies  sent  to  this 
area  under  lend-lease  are  munitions  primarily  for  the  French  and 
British  forces  who  played  such  an  important  part  in  driving  the  Nazis 
out  of  Africa  and  the  Mediterranean  and  in  the  liberation  of  southern 
France.  Today  then’  principal  role  is  in  support  of  the  Allied  forces 
fighting  in  Italy. 

THE  WESTERN  HEMISPHERE 

Lend-lease  aid  to  the  republics  of  Latin  America,  for  the  defense  of 
this  hemisphere  and  the  vital  sea  lanes  to  Africa  and  Europe,  is  limited 
to  weapons  of  war  and  other  supplies  having  a  military  end  use.  No 
civilian  supplies  have  been  sent  under  lend-lease  to  Latin  America. 
Lend-lease  shipments  to  these  countries  have  amounted  to 
$207,700,000  up  to  December  1,  1944,  or  about  three-quarters  of  1 
percent  of  total  shipments  to  all  nations.  More  than  44  percent  of 
the  supplies  have  consisted  of  airplanes  and  airplane  parts.  Brazil  has 
received  more  than  half  of  all  lend-lease  aid  sent  to  Latin  America. 
With  the  ships  and  planes  furnished  under  lend-lease,  Brazil  has  been 
able  to  take  over  a  large  part  of  the  antisubmarine  patrol  in  the  South 
Atlantic,  as  Mexico  and  other  Central  American  republics  have  done 
in  the  Caribbean,  thus  releasing  United  States  naval  and  air  forces 
for  use  in  other  areas. 


THE  SOUTHWEST  PACIFIC 

Lend-lease  shipments  to  Australia  and  New  Zealand  up  to  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1944,  totaled  $1,149,000,000.  About  58  percent  of  the  total 
consisted  of  munitions.  With  these  and  other  munitions  manufac¬ 
tured  in  their  own  factories,  Australian  and  New  Zealand  troops,  naval 
units,  and  air  forces  have  fought  alongside  American  forces  in  New 
Guinea,  New  Britain,  and  the  Solomons.  While  American  troops 
have  been  securing  a  firm  base  in  the  Philippines  and  Volcanos,  Aus¬ 
tralian  and  New  Zealand  forces,  and  other  United  Nations  forces  also 
equipped  with  lend-lease  weapons,  are  now  doing  most  of  the  fighting 
in  the  Southwest  Pacific. 

The  United  States  has  also  sent  under  lend-lease  to  Australia  and 
New  Zealand  items  such  as  fertilizers,  insecticides,  and  farm  machin¬ 
ery  to  increase  food  production,  tinplate  to  use  in  the  canning  of  food  for 
shipment  to  our  armed  forces  in  the  Pacific  theater,  cotton  for  the 
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production  of  military  uniforms,  tents,  and  surgical  dressings  for 
United  States  and  other  Allied  forces,  and  marine  engines  for  installa¬ 
tion  in  Australian-built  hulls  for  amphibious  campaigns  such  as  the 
invasion  of  the  Philippines.  A  large  proportion  of  the  goods  produced 
with  the  aid  of  these  lend-lease  war-production  supplies  to  these  two 
countries  is  being  furnished  to  our  forces  as  reverse  lend-lease  and 
without  payment  by  the  United  States.  The  value  of  food  received 
on  reverse  lend-lease  from  Australia  and  New  Zealand  by  our  armed 
forces  in  the  Pacific  is  16  times  the  value  of  the  farm  machinery  fur¬ 
nished  under  lend-lease  to  these  two  countries. 

CHINA-BURMA-INDIA 

Lend-lease  shipments  to  China  and  India  up  to  December  1,  1944, 
have  amounted  to  $1,760,000,000.  More  than  43  percent  of  this  was 
sent  in  the  first  11  months  of  1944.  Of  the  total,  about  66  percent 
consisted  of  munitions,  for  use  by  Chinese,  Indian,  and  British  forces 
in  the  China-Burma-India  theater. 

India  is  not  only  a  strategic  base  of  military  operations  in  this 
theater,  but  is  also  a  major  supply  center  and  arsenal  for  the  war  4 
against  Japan.  Because  of  transportation  difficulties  in  getting  sup-  ^ 
plies  into  China,  most  of  the  lend-lease  supplies  sent  to  the  China- 
Burma-India  theater  have  gone  no  farther  than  India.  The  major 
portion  has  been  used  in  the  fighting  in  Burma  and  India  by  British 
and  Indian  troops,  and  in  the  production  in  Indian  factories  of  weap-  . 
ons  and  supplies  for  American  and  other  United  Nations  forces.  India 
has  provided  the  Allied  armies  in  this  theater  with  small  arms  and  other 
munitions,  and  with  clothing,  shoes,  tents,  parachutes,  and  other  tex¬ 
tile  products. 

India  is  also  the  base  for  the  supply  routes  to  China,  which  had 
until  recently  been  cut  off  by  land  and  sea  since  the  Burma  Road 
was  closed  in  April  1942.  Since  that  time  an  increasing  volume  of  sup¬ 
plies  has  been  flown  by  air  into  China  “over  the  hump.”  The  quan¬ 
tity  of  supplies  moving  over  this  route  alone  has  already  more  than 
doubled  the  15,000  tons  per  month  that  once  moved  over  the  old 
Burma  Road.  Recently  combined  American,  British,  and  Chinese 
forces  have  opened  a  new  land  route  to  China,  running  from  Ledo  in 
India  through  northern  Burma  where  it  joins  the  old  Burma  Road, 
thus  breaking  at  last  the  blockade  of  China  by  land.  Already  badly 
needed  military  supplies  are  moving  over  the  road  for  use  against  the  (i 
Japanese  on  the  Chinese  mainland.  Paralleling  the  new  land  route  a 
2,000-mile  pipe  line  is  being  constructed  under  lend-lease  to  bring 
gasoline  and  oil  for  China’s  transportation  system  and  aviation  gas¬ 
oline  for  the  Chinese  and  American  airmen  now  attacking  the  Japanese 
from  bases  in  China. 

These  three  routes— the  air  route,  the  land  route,  and  the  pipe  line — - 
established  through  combined  American,  British,  Chinese,  and 
Indian  manpower  and  resources — will  help  to  restore  the  Chinese 
to  a  position  where,  after  7  long  years  of  fighting  for  her  independence 
and  the  freedom  of  the  world,  she  can,  together  with  the  other  United 
Nations,  take  the  offensive  to  drive  the  Japanese  from  the  Chinese 
mainland. 
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VII.  Reverse  Lend-Lease  Aid 

The  principal  benefit  that  the  United  States  receives  from  our 
allies  is  the  speeding  of  victory  over  our  common  enemies  with  the 
help  of  the  supplies  and  services  we  provide  under  lend-lease.  In 
addition,  however,  we  receive  from  our  allies  a  very  substantial 
benefit  in  the  supplies  and  services  they  provide  from  their  own 

!  resources  under  reverse  lend-lease,  without  payment  by  the  United 
States,  to  American  ground,  naval,-  and  air  forces,  and  merchant 
marine  in  all  theaters  of  war.  Lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  are 
not  two  sides  of  a  financial  transaction.  They  are  a  system  of  com¬ 
bined  war  supply  whose  sole  purpose  is  to  make  the  most  effective  use 
against  the  enemy  of  the  combined  resources  of  the  United  Nations. 
The  United  States,  by  virtue  of  its  vast  industrial  capacity,  has  been 
called  upon  to  give  most  in  production  toward  winning  the  war. 
Our  major  fighting  allies  have  given  more  in  lives  and  the  destruction 
of  then-  homelands.  Nevertheless,  while  our  allies  have  required  most 
of  what  they  produce  for  their  own  fighting  forces,  they  have  drawn 
generously  upon  their  own  resources  to  provide  American  forces  with 
i  vitally  needed  supplies  and  services. 

Over  $4,000,000,000  worth  of  reverse  lend-lease  supplies  and  services 
has  been  received  by  the  United  States  from  our  allies  without  payment 
by  us.  The  major  share  of  reverse  lend-lease  aid  has  been  received 
from  the  British  Commonwealth.  Up  to  October  1,  1944,  this  aid 
totaled  almost  $4,000,000,000,  of  which  $1,800,000,000  was  received  in 
the  first  9  months  of  1944.  Expenditures  by  the  British  Common¬ 
wealth  for  reverse  lend-lease  aid  to  the  United  States  are  as  follows: 


January  to 
September  194? 

Cumulative  to 
Oct.  1, 1944 

United  Kingdom _ _ . _ _  _  _ 

Australia _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 

$1,  263,  000,  000 
232,  4 SO,  000 
57,  953  000 
210,  637,  000 

$2,  826, 000,  000 
644,  844.  000 
149,  839,  COO 
317,  440,  000 

New  Zealand _  _ _ _ _ 

India.. .  _ _ _ _ _ 

Total . . . . 

1, 814, 120,  000 

3, 933, 123,  000 

United  States  forces  based  in  the  British  Isles  have  received 
12,102,000  ship-tons  of  supplies  and  equipment  as  reverse  lend-lease 
through  the  end  of  1944.  Three-fourths  of  this  amount  were  pro- 
^  vided  in  the  last  year,  as  American  forces  in  the  British  Isles  increased 
J  in  number  in  preparation  for  the  offensives  on  the  continent. 

The  largest  single  item  of  reverse  lend-lease  aid  was  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  air  bases  at  a  cost  of  $440,000,000  for  the  use  of  the  Eighth 
and  Ninth  United  States  Air  Forces  in  their  air  offensives  against 
Germany.  Other  examples  of  reverse  lend-lease  aid  are  the  steel 
floats  and  piers  built  in  Britain  for  the  synthetic  harbor  used  by 
American  forces  on  the  Normandy  beaches;  millions  of  jerricans  for 
gasoline  and  large  numbers  of  Bailey  Bridges  for  use  by  American 
troops  on  the  continent;  1,000,000  spark  plugs  for  American  bombers; 
the  transportation  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  American  troops  on 
British  ships;  and  hospitals  and  barracks  for  the  use  of  American 
troops  in  Britain. 

The  most  important  single  item  of  reverse  lend-lease  aid  received 
from  Australia  and  New  Zealand  is  food  for  the  American  forces  in 
the  Pacific.  By  October  1,  1944,  reverse  lend-lease  food  from  these 
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two  countries  amounted  to  $213,000,000  and  the  food  program  is 
being  increased  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  increasing  numbers  of  our 
forces  in  the  Pacific  theater. 

In  addition,  these  two  countries  and  India  have  provided  under 
reverse  lend-lease  without  payment  by  the  United  States,  air  bases, 
barracks,  hospitals,  transportation,  clothing,  and  other  vital  war 
supplies  and  services  for  United  States  forces.  American  B-29  Super¬ 
fortresses  operate  from  ah  bases  in  India  provided  under  reverse 
lend-lease. 

The  value  of  reverse  lend-lease  aid  from  our  other  allies  has  not  been 
of  the  same  magnitude.  China  and  Russia  have  required  all  that  they 
could  produce  besides  what  we  could  send  them  for  fighting  the 
invaders  on  their  soil.  France  and  Belgium,  however,  which  have 
since  their  liberation  become  major  bases  of  operation  for  the  Allied 
offensives  on  the  western  front,  are  contributing  in  increasing  volume 
to  the  United  Nations  war  supply  pool.  Both  of  these  countries  have 
great  industries  which  suffered  relatively  slight  damage.  France 
alone  has  undertaken  to  produce  for  the  Allied  armies  for  delivery  by 
June  30,  1945,  an  estimated  $200,000,000  of  war  supplies,  including 
uniforms,  tents,  heavy-duty  tires,  and  repair  parts  for  military 
vehicles.  In  addition  they  have  already  provided  the  use  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  buildings  for  barracks  and  the  services  of  thousands  of 
French  civilians  under  reverse  lend-lease.  As  France  and  Belgium 
receive  the  raw  materials  and  equipment  needed  to  revive  their  war 
industries,  they  will  be  able  to  produce  more  war  supplies  for  the 
United  Nations  armed  forces. 

VIII.  Conclusion 

Military  considerations  are  the  paramount  and  controlling  factor  in 
the  provision  of  all  lend-lease  supplies.  We  provide  lend-lease  aid  to 
strengthen  the  combined  Allied  war  effort,  thereby  aiding  ourselves 
and  shortening  the  war.  The  continuation  of  this  aid  is  more  vital 
now  than  ever  before  to  launch  the  offensives  which  will  lead  to  victory. 

It  is  unthinkable  to  this  committee,  that  the  lend-lease  part  of  the 
United  States  war  effort  should  stop  at  this  critical  and  historic  mo¬ 
ment  in  our  fight  for  our  own  independence  and  the  freedom  of  the 
world.  American  boys  and  the  boys  of  our  allies  are  fighting  shoulder 
to  shoulder  on  German  soil  with  the  massed  forces  of  an  enemy  still 
capable,  if  given  the  opportunity,  of  powerful  blows  and  resistance 
that  can  prolong  the  war  and  increase  the  heavy  toll  of  Allied  lives. 
On  the  other  side  of  the  world,  the  Allies  have  not  yet  engaged  the 
main  Japanese  forces  on  the  Chinese  mainland  and  the  homeland  of 
Japan.  The  resources  of  all  the  United  Nations  must  continue  to  be 
fully  mobilized  to  deliver  successfully  the  new  and  more  powerful 
blows  that  will  be  required  to  defeat  the  common  enemy. 

Lend-lease  is  an  investment  by  the  American  people  in  a  speedy  and 
complete  United  Nations  victory.  To  date,  15  percent  of  the  total 
United  States  war  expenditures  has  been  spent  for  lend-lease  aid. 
The  committee  believes  that  no  comparable  portion  of  our  war  outlay 
has  been  more  important  to  Allied  unity  and  the  combined  war  effort. 
So  long  as  the  war  continues,  the  Lend-Lease  Act  must  be  continued 
as  a  military  necessity  of  the  first  importance. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

February  6,  1945 

Mr.  Bloom  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs 

March  6, 1945 

Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union 

and  ordered  to  be  printed 

•  - 1 - 

A  BILL 

To  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as 
amended. 

2  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  lives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 

4  defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 

5  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “June  30,  1945” 

6  wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

7  “June  30,  1946”;  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1948”  and  in- 

8  serting  in- lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1949”;  and  by  striking  out 
“July  1,  1945”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1946”; 
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1  and  subsection  (b)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 

2  striking  out  “June  30,  1948”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

3  “June  30,  1949”. 
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HOUSE 

DEBT  LIMIT.  Passed,  356-4,  without  amendment  H.R.  2404,  to  increase  the  U.S* 
debt  limit  to  ^300,000,000,000  (pp.  1962-89).  Rejected,  26- 71,  Rep.  Rich’s  (Pa. ) 
amendment  to  reduce  the  $300,000,000,000  to  $280,000,000,000  (pp.  1986-8). 

Rep.  Doughton,  N.C.,  discussed  the  bill’s  provisions  and  gave  figures  on 
probable  post-1 war  U.S.  expenditures  (pp.  1962-6).  Rep.  Rich,  Pa..,  .urged  economy 
in  Federal  expenditures  (p.  1963).  Rep._Jenkins,  Ohio,  criticized  ^wasteful” 
expenditures,  stated,  ”If  all  these  /Government/  agencies  were. compelled  to 
make  public  statements  as  to  their  financial  obligations,  I  am  spre.  millions  of 
of  dollars  could  be  saved  by  the  Government  every  month”  and  inserted  a  list  of 
4l  agencies,-  including  CCC,  FCA  agencies,  and  FQIC  (p.  1970).  Rep.  Dondeio,  Mich, 
criticized  OPA1  s  proposed  subsidy  payments  to  milk  producers  (p»  1976),.  Rep. 
Yorys,  Ohio,  criticized  the  prpwosed  use  of  lerid-lease  for  relief,  rehabilitation, 
reconstruction  (p.  1982) .  Rep.  Patman,  Tex;,  stated  that  .he  did  not  fear 
inflation,  in  spite  of  the  ’’huge'  debt}1  because  of  bhe  stabilization  and  price 
control  program  (pp.  1982-3).'  _ **  ■ 


2..  LEND-LEASE.  Hop,  Chiperfiold,  Ill.,  submitted-' the  minority  views' of  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  on . H.R; 2013 ,  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act 
for  1  year  (H.Rept .  259,  pt.  Il)<(p.  1993) • 

Rules  Committee'  submitted  a  resolution  for  the  consideration  of  this  bill, 
H.R. 2013  (pp.  1990,  1993 K  ,  !  • 


3.  FOBLXCtiTY.  Rep,  Taber,.  N.Y. ,  criticized  Federal  publicity  exoendituree,  stating 
that  ’’thengr-aa^lOO ■ ,000  of  those  people  on 'the  pay  rolJLj^eirCYng  $7,  500  each,., 
at  the  cost  of.. .$7/0', -000,000  a  year”  (p.  1/6q)-« 


‘  ■  .•/-■ 


4.  HOUSING.  Rules  Committee  reported,  without '  amendment ,  H.Res.  62,  to  authorize  the 
Public  Building  A  and  Grounds  ’  Committee  £0  investigate  -the  -  progress .  of  the  de¬ 
fense  hpu»i-ng^pro gram  (pp.  I989,  1993)* 


-  2  - 


7- 


FLOOD  CONTROL.  Reps.  Jenkins,  Ohio,  and  ^llis,  W.  Ya. ,  discussed  the  "benefits 
felt  from  the  flood  control  projects  in  the  Ohio  River  Valley  and  Hep.  Rankin, 
Miss. ,  urged  favorable  consideration  of  his  bill  H.  R.  1824,  to  create  regional 
authorities  "to  control  these  devastating  floods,  provide  navigation,  apd  to 
develop  water  power"  (p.  1959)-  / 


6.  REPORTS.  Hen.  Cochran,  Mo.,  received  unanimous  consent  to  omit  the  printings  of 
the  64  statutes  affected  in  the  committee  report  on  H.  R.  2504,  tq,  repeal  certain 
laws  requiring  reports,  among  which  are  ones  by  the  FS  and  AAA  (n.  1958). 


PRICE  CONTROL;  RATIONING;  WAR  AGENCIES.  Received  an  Oreg.  Legislature  memorial 
favoring  the  termination  of  OPA  and  other  war  agencies  as  soon  as  possible 

(p.  1994). 


\ 


SENATE 


8.  NOMINATION.  Sen.  Byrd,  Va.,  inserted  his  statement  opposing  the  nomination  of 
Henry  A.  Wallace  to  be  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  a  Baltimore  Sun  article  which 
discusses  the  proposal  to  transfer  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  and  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  the  Commerce  De¬ 
partment  (pp.  1926-7). 

Sen.  Bailey,  N.  C.,  commended  Jesse  Jones1  administration  of  RFC  and  the 
Commerce  Department  (pp.  1929—35) - 


V 

9.  APPROPRIATION.  Committee  received  consent  to  report  "two  bills  to  the  Senate 
tomorrow"  (Mar.  9)  (p*  1955)*  \ 


1 


10.  MANPOWER.  Passed,  63-1 6,  with  amendments,  ,the  manpower  bill,  H.  R.  1752  (pp.1923 
1935-55)  •  The  bill,  as  passed,  includes  provisions  as  follows:  (l)  directs 
WMG  to  establish  management  labor  committees,  consisting  of  representatives  of 
labor,  management,  and  where  appropriate,  agri-culture  for  consultation  purposes; 
(2)  places  responsibility  for  the  coordination  hf  the  activities  of  all  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  of  the  Government  responsible  for  production,  procurement, 
and  manpower  in  the  War  Mobilization  and  Reconversion  Director;  (3)  authorizes 
employment  regulations;  (4),-  authorizes  WMC  to  pay  workers’  rights  when  they  leave 
their  regular  jobs  to  take  war  jobs;  (6)  protects  veterans'  reemployment  rights 
if  they  take  a  war  job  instead  of  their  prewar  job;  (7\  reaffirms  the  Tydings 
amendment  providing  for  the  deferment  of  essential  farm  labor;  and  (8)  terminates 
employment  regulations  and  all  other  regulations,  orders, 'or  requirements  under 
this  Act  when  the  war  ends  or  on  June  30>  1946  whichever  is  the  earlier  date. 
Agreed  to  amendments  by: 

Sen.  Ball  (Minn.),  imposing  a  one-year  jail 'sentence  and'/pr  a  $10,000  fine 
on  employers  who  violate  WMC's  employment  regulations  (pp.  1943-4). 

Sen.  Taft  (Ohio.),  as  modified,  limiting  the  authority  of  regulations, 
orders,  etc.  issued  under  this  Act  to  June  30,  1946  (pp#  1944—’ 5). 

Rejected  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Aiken,  Yt.  (for  Sen.  Langcr,  N.  Dak.),  pro¬ 
viding  for  a  capital  tax  (pp.  1951-2). 


\ 


11.  EDUCATION.  Received  U.  S.  Education  Commissioner’s  report  on  the  education  and 
training  of  defense  workers  for  the  period  from  Oct.  1  to  Dec#  31>  1944.  To 
Education  and  Labor  Committee.  (p.  1921.) 


MW 

12#  LABOR.  Received  National  War  Labor  Board’s  report  on  wage  stabilization  for 
Nov.  1944.  (p.  1921.) 
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th^  state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  60)  pro¬ 
posing  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  relative  to  the  making 
of  treaties.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  joint  resolution  and 
shall  continue^  not  to  exceed  2  days  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair  - 
mna  and  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  joint 
resolution  shall  be  read  for  amendment  un¬ 
der  the  5-minute  rule,  ’At  the  conclusion  of 
the  reading  of  the  joint  resolution  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  sani’e  back  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  shall  have  been  adopted  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
orderejff'on  the  joint  resolution  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE  ACT 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  reported  the  following  privileged 
resolution  (H.  Res.  175)  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  House  Calendar  and 
ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  ■  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  defense 
of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11, 
1941,  as  amended.  That  after  general  de¬ 
bate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the  bill  and 
shall  continue  not  to  exceed  4  hours  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chair¬ 
man  and  the  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5- 
minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  resolution  for  amendment,  the 
committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same 
back  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as 
shall  have  been  adopted  and  the  previous 
question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on 
the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final 
passage  without  intervening  motion  except 
one  motion  to  recommit. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 
Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
lanimous  consent  that  on  Monday 
n^Kt,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  legislative 
program  of  the  day  and  following  any 
special  orders  heretofore  entered,  I  may 
be  permitted  to  address  the  House  for  45 
minutes 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was,no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  LANE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  td^ext,end  my  remarks  in 
the  Record  in  th\ee  instances,  and  in¬ 
clude  in  one  a  letter  sent  to  me  by  Mr. 
Frank  E.  Lawrente\in  another  a  very 
interesting  article  on  Major  General 
Littlejohn,  and.  in  the  Dtiird  an  article  on 
Henry  H.  Crompton. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There,  was  no  objection. 

[The'matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

SPENCE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  an  editorial  that 
Appeared  in  the  Washington  Post  of 
March  8. 


Ir.  FOGARTY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in 
the  \  Record  and  include  an  article  that 
appeared  in  the  Washington  Post  of 
March  7. 

Mr.  GATHINGS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Recoup  and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr. '  CURTIS  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Martin  of  Massachusetts)  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
RECORD\and  include  some  excerpts. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  iri  the  Record  on  the  national  debt 
bill  and  include  some  brief  excerpts. 

Mr.  VuJRSELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  add  include  a  letter  written  to 
him  by  a  former  Member  of  the  House, 
Mr.  Calvin  D.  Johnson,  together  with  a 
letter  written  by  Mr.  Johnson  to  Hon. 
James  S.  E^rnes,  Director  of  the  Office 
of  War  Mobilization. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  givdn  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  in  vthe  Record  and  include 
therein  an  editorial;  and  further,  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  and  include  a  news¬ 
paper  article.  1 

PROGRAM  FOR  TOMORROW 

Mr.  MARTIN,  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  inquire  what  the  legisla¬ 
tive  program  is  for  tomorrow? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  rule  and  general 
debated  on  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  bill. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The 
bill  will  not  be  read  until  Monday? 

The  SPEAKER.  Only  the  first  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  willVbe  read  tomorrow. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  WILSON.  l£r.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  conseht  that  on  Thursday 
next,  after  the  completion  of  business  on 
the  Speaker’s  desk  and  the  conclusion  of 
other  special  orders  heretofore  entered, 
I  may  be  permitted  to  address  the  House 
for  30  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana? 

There  was  ho  objection. 

THE  WAtSH -KAISER  SHIPYARD, 
PROVIDENCE,  R.  I. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under,  previous  or¬ 
der  of  the;  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Fogarty]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  15  minutes. 

Mr.  FOGARTY  asked  and  was  given 
permissiofo  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  / 

Mr.  F0GARTY.  Mr.  Speaker,  recently 
a  Senator  caused  to  be  placed  in  the 
REcoRD/the  contents  of  a  letter  which  the 
Senatql’  had  received  from  one  whom  the 
Senator  termed  “an  honest  man.”  I 
have  ho  reason  to  doubt  the  Senator’s 
sincerity  in  so  characterizing  his  friend — 
but  Jj do  question  the  gentleman’s  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  facts  and  I  doubt  sincerely 
thatf  the  gentleman  expected  or  intended 
to  do  anything  except  vent  some  personal 
spi,te  when  he  addressed  the  letter  in 
question  to  the  Senator. 

Every  man  here  has  engaged  in  politi¬ 
cal  campaigns.  Every  Member  here  is 
familiar  with  the  type  of  mud  slinging 


tb  which  some  unscrupulous  men  will 
si\ik  in  order  to  satisfy  a  personal  ambi¬ 
tion.  We  are  all  familiar  with  crack¬ 
pots — and  it  is  to  the  credit  of  this  House 
that  rarely  do  the  utterances  of  crack¬ 
pots  find  their  way  into  the  official  record 
of  this  legislative  body.  I  have  always 
found  among  my  colleagues  here  a  de¬ 
termination  to  first  learn  the  facts;  be¬ 
fore  giving  publicity  to  unwarranted  and 
unfounded  accusations,  such  as  are  con- 
tained\in  the  letter  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred., 

This  letter,  written  by  an  unidentified 
person,  'js  couched  intentionally  in  such 
language  as  to  give  the  impression  that 
the  Walsh-Kaiser  shipyard  in  Provi¬ 
dence  is  presently  the  hang-out  of  rack¬ 
eteers,  bookmakers,  and  ne’er-do-wells} 
the  yaTd  is  vastly  overmanned,  and  that 
production  there  is  at  a  standstill.  This 
is  the  impression  this  undisclosed  person 
would  givel  of  a  shipyard  working  24 
hours  a  day— a  shipyard  that'  the  coveted 
emblem  of  efficiency  and  production,  the 
Maritime  IVf,  awarded  by  the  United 
States  Maritime  Commission.  This  let¬ 
ter,  then,  is  i\ot  intended  as  an  honest 
criticism  of  management  at  the  yard — 
but  is  an  attack  on  the  Government 
which  recognized  the  worth  of  the  man¬ 
agement  and  the  laborers  alike — it  is  an 
attack  on  the  planners  and  the  pro¬ 
ducers,  almost  ajl  of  whom  are  fathers 
and  mothers,  brothers  and  sisters,  of  men 
who  fight  and  die  all  over  the  world  for 
the  preservation  of  their  country. 

Directly  contrary  to  the  impression 
which  this  letter  seeks  to  convey  are  the 
facts  relating  to  this  shipyard.  Its 
accomplishments  border  on  the  astound¬ 
ing.  It  is  a  result  of  the  country’s  fran¬ 
tic  need  for  ships— of  the  country’s  de¬ 
termination  to  produce  ships  on  a  scale 
never  before  dreamed  pf .  It  is  the  result 
of  the  determination  of  men  and  women, 
who  but  a  few  years  ago  worked  in  cloth¬ 
ing  stores  and  markets^  to  learn  to  build 
ships,  ships,  ships.  And  the  result  of 
their  labors  is  k  credit  to  them  and  a 
credit  to  the  State  of  Rhode  Island. 
They  need  apologize  to  no  man. 

This  shipyard  was  built  out  of  a  river 
and  a  hill.  The  river  was  pumped  dry, 
and  the  hill  was  leveled.  The  shipyard 
started  from  scratch  and  fought  to  over¬ 
come  obstacles  which  would  long  since 
have  discouraged  men  with  less  tenacity. 

The  yard  was  started  under  the 
management  of  the  Rheem  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Co.  They  built  the  ways,  the  fabri¬ 
cations  shbps,  the  storage  facilities,  spur 
tracks,  and  the  usual  appurtenances  of 
such  an  enterprise. 

The  yard  was  taken  over  in  1942  by  the 
Walsh-Kaiser  Co.,  Inc.,  and  from  that 
day  to  this  the  story  of  the  yard  has  been 
one  steady  program  of  increased  produc¬ 
tion  at  lowered  costs.  , 

At  tjie  time  the  Walsh-Kaiser  Co.,  Inc., 
assumed  operation  of  the  Providence 
Shipyard,  in  addition  to  coping  with  all 
the  complex  problems  associated  with 
the  taking  over  and  reorganizing  of  a 
shipyard  in  operation,  the  company  had 
additional  difficulties  of  constructing  its 
facilities  while  building  ships. 

When  the  Walsh-Kaiser  Co.  first  took 
over,  the  company  acquired  5  Liberty 
ships  in  various  stages  of  completion. 
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to  the  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  H  do  pass. 

The 'motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Thomas  of  Texas,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of.  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Upion,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  consider¬ 
ation  the  bill  (H.  R.  2404)  to  increase 
the  debt  limit  of  tlie  United  States  and 
for  other  purposes,  directed  him  to  re¬ 
port  the  same  back  to  the  House  with  the 
recommendation  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON  of  North  Carolina. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  on  the  bill  to  final  passage. 

The  previous  question  was  ordf  red. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  DOUGHTON  of  North  Carolina. 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll;  and  there 

were — yeas 
as  follows: 

356,  nays  4,  not  voting  72, 

[Roll  Call  32] 

YEAS— 356 

Abernethy 

Cochran 

Gerlach 

Allen,  Ill. 

Coffee 

Gibson 

Andersen, 

Cole,  Mo. 

Gifford 

H  Carl 

Cole.  N.  Y. 

Gillespie 

Anderson.  Calif.  Colmer 

Gillette 

Anderson, 

Cooley 

Gillie 

N.  Mex. 

Cooper 

Goodwin 

Andresen, 

Courtney 

Gordon 

August  H. 

Cox 

Gore 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Cravens 

Gorski 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Crawford 

Gossett 

Angell 

Crosser 

Graham 

Arends 

Cunningham 

Granahan 

Arnold 

Curley 

Granger 

Auchincloss 

Curtis 

Grant,  Ala. 

Bailey 

D’Alesandro 

Grant,  Ind. 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Daughton,  Va. 

Green 

Baldwin,  N.  Y. 

Davis 

Gregory 

Barrett,  Pa. 

Delaney, 

Griffiths 

Barrett,  Wyo. 

James  J. 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Barry 

Delaney, 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Bates,  Ky. 

John  J. 

Hale 

Bates,  Mass. 

Dickstein 

Hall, 

Beall 

Dingell 

Edwin  Arthur 

Beckworth 

Dolliver 

Hall, 

Bel 

Dondero 

Leonard  W. 

Bender 

Dough  ton,  N.  C. 

Hancock 

Bennet,  N.  Y. 

Douglas,  Calif. 

Hare 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Douglas,  Ill. 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Biemiller 

Doyle 

Harness,  Hid. 

Bishop 

Drewry 

Harris 

Blacltney 

Durham 

Hartley 

Bland 

Dworshak 

Haveilner 

Bloom 

Earthman 

Hays 

Bolton 

Eberharter 

Healy 

Bonner 

Elliott 

Hebert 

Boykin 

Ellis 

Hedrick 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Ellsworth 

Heffernan 

Brehm 

Elston 

Hendricks 

Brooks 

Engel,  Mich. 

Henry 

Brown,  Ga. 

Engle,  Calif. 

Herter 

Brown,  Ohio 

Ervin 

Heselton 

Eryson 

Fallon 

Hess 

Buck 

Feighan 

Hill 

Buckley 

Fellow’s 

Hinshaw 

Bulwinkle 

Fenton 

Hoch 

Bunker 

Fernandez 

Hocven 

Butler 

Fisher 

HoISfield 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Fiannagan 

Holmes,  Wash 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Flood 

Hook 

Campbell 

Fogarty 

Hope 

Canfield 

Folger 

Horan 

Cannon.  Fla 

Forand 

Howell 

Cannon,  Mo.  t 

Fuller 

Huber 

Carlson 

Fulton 

Hull 

Case,  S.  Dak 

Gardner 

Izac 

Chapman 

Ga  things 

Jackson 

Chenoweth 

Gavin 

Jarman 

Church 

Gearhart 

Jenkins 

Clements 

Geelan 

J  innings 

Jensen 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Mills 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Morgan 

Scrivner 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Mott 

Shafer 

Johnson, 

Mundt 

Sharp 

Lyndon  B. 

Murdock 

Sheppard 

Johnson  Okla. 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Short 

Jones 

Murray,  Wis. 

Smith,  Maine 

Jonkman 

Neely 

Smith,  Ohio 

Judd 

Norrell 

Smith,  Va. 

Kean 

O'Brien,  Ill. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Kearney 

O’Hara 

Snyder 

Kee 

O'Neal 

Somers,  N  Y. 

Keefe 

Outland 

Sparkman 

Kelley.  Pa. 

Pace 

Spence 

Keogh 

Patman 

Springer 

Kerr  Patrick 

Stefan 

Kilburn 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Stevenson 

Kilday 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Stigler 

King 

Pfeifer 

Stockman 

Kinzer 

Philbin 

Sullivan 

Kirwan 

Phillips 

Sumner,  Ill. 

Knutson 

Pickett 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Kopplemann 

Pittenger 

Sundstrom  " 

Kunkel 

Ploeser 

Taber 

LaFollette 

Plumley 

Talbot 

Landis 

Poage 

Talle 

Lane 

Powers 

Tarver 

Lanham 

Price,  Fla. 

Taylor 

Larcade 

Price,  Ill. 

Thom 

Latham 

Priest . 

Thomas.  Tex. 

Lea 

Quinn,  N.  Y. 

Thomason 

LeFevre 

Rabaut 

Tibbott 

Lesinski 

Rabin 

Tolan 

Lewis 

Ramey 

Torrens 

Link 

Ludiow 

Lyle  ■ 

Remspeck 

Towe 

Traynor 

Randolph 

Rankin 

Trimble  , 

Lynch  V 

Bayftel 

Voorhis.  Calif . 
Vorys,  Ohio 

McConnell  • 

Reece,  Tenn. 

McCormack 

Reed,  Ill. 

Vurs&ll 

McCowen  \ 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Walter 

McDonough 

Rees,  Kans. 

Wasielewski , 

McGehee 

Resa 

Weaver 

McGlinchey 

Richards 

Riley 

Rizley 

,Weichel 

McGregor 

Welch 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

White 

McMillen,  HI. 

Robertson,  Va. 

Whitten 

Madden 

Robsfon,  Ky. 

Whittington 

Mahon 

Rockwell 

Wickersham 

Maloney 

Rodgers’Pa. 

Wigglesworth 

Ma  narco 

Roe,  Md.  \ 

Wilson 

Mansfield. 

Roe.N.  Y.  \ 

Winstead  • 

Mont. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Wolcott 

Marcantonio 

Rooney 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Martin.  Iowa 

Rowan 

Wolverton.  N.  J. 

Martin,  Mass. 

Russell 

Wood 

Mason 

Ryter 

Wopdhouse 

May 

Sabath 

Woodruff.  Mich. 
Worley 

Merrow 

Sadowski 

Michener 

Sasscer 

Zimmerman 

Miller,  Calif. 

Savage 

NAYS— 4 

O'Konski 

Rich 

Thomast  N.  J. 

Winter 

\ 
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Adams 

Eaton 

Norton 

Allen,  La. 

Elsaesser 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Barden 

Gallagher 

O’Toole 

Boren 

Gamble 

Patterson 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Gross 

Powell 

Brumbaugh 

Hagen 

Rains 

Buffett 

Halleck 

Rivers 

Burch 

Hand 

Robertson, 

Burgin 

Hart 

N.  Dak. 

Camp 

Heidinger 

Robinson,  Utah 

Carnahan 

Hobbs  . 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Case,  N.  J. 

HoJTmati 

Rogers,  N.  Y. 

Celler 

Holmes,  Mass. 

Sheridan 

Chelf 

Johnson, 

Sikes 

Chiperfield 

Luther  A. 

Simpson, Ill. 

Clark 

Kefauver 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Clason 

Kelly,  Ill. 

Slaughter 

Clevenger 

LeCompte 

Stewart 

Cole,  Kans, 

Lemke 

Starkey 

Combs 

Luce 

Vinson 

Corbett 

McKenzie 

Wadsworth 

Dawson 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Weiss 

De  Lacy 

Monroney 

West 

Dirksen 

Domengeaux 

So  the  bill 

Morrison 

Murphy 

was  passed. 

Woodrum,  Va. 

The  Clerk 

announced 

the  following 

pairs: 


General  pairs: 

Mr.  Luther  A.  Johnson  with  Mrs.  Rogers  of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Carnahan  with  Mr.  Hoffman. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Simpson  of  Illinois. 
Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Case  of  New  Jersey. 


Mr.  Weiss  with  Mr.  LeCompte. 

Mr.  Mansfield  of  Texas  with  Mr.  Clason. 

Mr.  O’Toole  with  Mr.  Buffett. 

Mr.  Domengeaux  with  Mr.  Holme* of  Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

Mr.  Rogers  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Halleck. 
Mr.  Slaughter  with  Mr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  Celler  with  Mr.  Brumbaugh. 

Mr.  Allen  of  Louisiana  with  Mrs.  Luce. 

Mr.  Rivers  with  Mr.  Clevenger. 

Mr.  Morrison  with  Mr.  Gamble. 

Mr.  Hobbs  with  Mr.  Hagen. 

Mr.  Kelly  of  Illinois  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mrs.  Norton  with  Mr.  Corbett. 

Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  Gross. 
Mr.  Vinson  with  Mr.  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  West  with  Mr.  Dirksen. 

Tvir.  Hart  with  Mr.  Bradley  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Burch  with  Mr.  Elsaesser. 

Mr.  Patterson  with  Mr.  Robertson  of  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  Murphy  with  Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  ZIMMERMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
wish  to  announce  that  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  CarnahanI  was  un¬ 
avoidably  detained  and  could  not  be 
present  at  the  roll  call  just  concluded. 
COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AND 
GROUNDS 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  reported  the  following  privileged 
.resolution  (H.  Res.  62)  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  House  Calendar  and- ordered 
to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public 
Buildings  and  Grounds,  as  a  whole  or  by 
subcommittee,  is  authorized  to  conduct  an 
investigation  of  the  progress  of  the  defense¬ 
housing  program,  with  a  view  to  determin¬ 
ing  whether  such  program  is  being  carried 
forward  efficiently,  expeditiously,  and  eco¬ 
nomically,  and  with  a  view  to  determining 
whether  the  authorization  of  additional  ap¬ 
propriations  for  defense-housing  purposes 
is  necessary. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  the 
said  committee  or  any  subcommittee  thereof 
is  hereby  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during 
the  present  Congress  at  such  times  and  places 
within  the  United  States,  whether  the  House 
is  in  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
'to  hold  such  hearings,  to  require  the  at¬ 
tendance  of  such  witnesses,  and  the  produc- 
tion  of  such  books  or  papers  or  documents 
or  vouchers  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and  to 
take  such  testimony  and  records  as  it  deems 
necessary.  Subpenas  may  be  issued  over  the 
signature  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  subcommittee,  or  by  any  person  designated 
by  him,  and  .shall  be  served  by  such  person 
or  persons  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
or  subcommittee  may  designate.  The  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  or  subcommittee,  or 
any  member  thereof,  may  administer  oaths 
to  witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  during  the  present 
Congress  the  results  of  their  studies,  in¬ 
quiries,  and  in  vest!  gat  ions-,  with  such  recom¬ 
mendations  for  legislation,  or  otherwise,  as 
the  cbmmittee  deems  desirable. 

MAKING  OF  TREATIES 

Mr.  SABATH.  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  reported  the  following  privileged 
resolution  (H.  Res.  174),  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in 
order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
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tibns  that  are  or  may  be  seeking  Govern¬ 
ment  contracts  or  business  transactions? 

In  fact,  the  duties  of  the  Veterans’  Admin¬ 
istrator  are  in  themselves  a  monumental  task 
requiring  every  minute  of  his  time.  In  addi- 
General  Hines  was  recently  appointed 
|nistrator  of  Rehabilitation  and  Reem- 
aent. 

Needless  to  say,  I  will  continue  to  criticize 
the  Veterans’  Administrator  as  long  as  he  at¬ 
tempts  to  serve  two  masters  and  devotes  his 
time  tb  private  business  functions  and  for 
private\financial  gain.  I  leave  it  to  the  intel¬ 
ligence  \  of  the  American  people  to  decide 
whether1,  this  criticism  is  justified  or  not  in 
face  of  the  evidence  I  have  presented  here¬ 
with.  V 

The  question  remains.  Should  General 
Hines  be\allowed  to  continue  to  represent 
private  institutions  who  are  doing  business 
with  the  (government  either  directly  or  in¬ 
directly?  \ 

I  hope  t%at  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  and  the  American  people  will  demand 
that  General  Hines  either  resign  from  the 
private  corporations  or  from  his  position  as 
Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs. 

I  desire  also  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Congress  the  following  statute,  which  may  or 
may  not  apply:,  to  this  particular  situation. 
If  it  doesn’t  apply,  a  law  should  be  passed 
immediately  forbidding  any  permanent  Gov¬ 
ernment  official  i  from  holding  any  type  of 
office  in  private  business.  I  quote  the  stat¬ 
ute  (sec.  66,  title  5,  U.  S.  C.)  : 

“receiving  salary  .from  source  other  than 

UNITED  STATES 

“No  Government^,  official  or  employee  shall 
receive  any  salary ;  in  connection  with  his 
services  as  such  an  Official  or  employee  from 
any  source  other  than  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  except  as  may  be  contributed 
out  of  the  treasury  of  any  State,  county,  or 
municipality,  and  no  person,  association,  or 
corporation  shall  make  any  contribution  to, 
or  in  any  way  supplement  the  salary  of,  any 
Government  official  or  employee  for  the  serv¬ 
ices  performed  by  him  Tor  the  Government 
of  the  United  States. 

“Any  person  violating  any  of  the  terms  of 
this  section  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis¬ 
demeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  $1,000 
or  imprisonment  for  not  Ides  than  6  months, 
or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  as 
the  court  may  determine.”  (March  3,  1917, 
ch.  163,  sec.  1,  39  Stat.  1106.) 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted,  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  Hand  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Thomas  of  New  Jersey),  for  3  days,  on 
account  of  official  business. 

To  Mr.  Case  of  New  Jersey;  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Mr.  Kean)  ,  for  2  days,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  official  business. 

SEI1  fE  ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  Speaker  announced  his  signature 
to  an  enrolled  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the 
following  title : 

S.  214.  An  act  to  provide  reimbursement 
for  personal  property  lost,  damaged,  or  de¬ 
stroyed  as  the  result  of  an  explosion  at  the 
naval'  mine  depot,  YorktoWn,  Va.,  on  No¬ 
vember  16,  1943. 

ADJOURNMENT 

ir.  RAMSPECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
)ve  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
kt  5  o’clock  and  41  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
louse  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Friday, 
larch  9,  1945,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce 

(Friday,  March  9,  1945) 

Tl^ere  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.,  Friday,  March 
9,  1945,  to  resume  hearings  on  H.  R.  1362, 
railroad  retirement  bill. 

Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads 

(Friday,  March  9,  1945) 

There\ will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads 
on  Friday,  March  9,  1945,  at  10  a.  m., 
to  continue  hearings  on  parcel-post 
rates. 

Committee  on  Immigration  and 
v  Naturalization 
(Tuesday,  March  13,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  will  hold  a  hearing  on 
Tuesday,  March  13,  1945,  at  10  o’clock 
a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  173. 

(Wednesday,  March  14,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  apd 
Naturalizationl  will  hold  a  hearing  on 
Wednesday,  March  14,  1945,  at  10  o’clock 
a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  1624  and  H.  R.  1746. 


--..  Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House 
Resolution  174.  Resolution  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  ofHouse  Joint  Resolution  60,  pro¬ 
posing  an  amendment,  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  relative  to-  the  making  of 
treaties;--  Without  amendment  (Rcpt.  291). 
Referred  to  the  House  Calendar. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  175.  Resolution 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  2013,  to  extend 
for  1  year  the  provisions  of  an  act  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  defense  of  the  United  States,  ap- 
'proved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  292).  Referred  to  the 
House  Calendar. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD:  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  H.  R.  2013.  A  bill  to  extend  for  1 
year  the  provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March 
11,  1941,  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  259,  pt,  II).  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

279.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  notifying  Congress  that  no 
leases  which  expired  daring  the  calendar  year 
of  1944  were  extended  beyond  their  Initial 
terms  under  the  provisions  of  section  17  of 
the  Mineral  Leasing  Acfr.of  1920;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

280.  A  letter  from  the1)  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  to  provide  for  reimbursement  of  certain 
Navy  personnel  arid  former  Navy  personnel 
for  personal  property  lost  Or  damaged  as  the 
result  of  a  fire  at  the  outlying  degaussing 
branch  of  the  Norfolk  Navy  Yard,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  Va.,  on  December  4,  1942;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Claims. 

281.  A  letter  from  the  Associate  Director, 
United  States  Department  of  the  Interior, 
National  Park  Service,  transmitting  a  copy 
of  quarterly  estimate  of  personnel  require¬ 
ments  for  the  quarter  ending  June  30,  >1945, 
covering  the  appropriation  “Maintenance, 
Executive  Mansion  and  Grounds,  1945”;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

282.  A  letter  from  the  administrative  as¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  transmitting  revision  1  of  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  personnel  requirements  for  the 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1945,  for  “Work¬ 
ing  funds,  Federal  airways”;  to.  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Civil  Service. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  KEARNEY;  Committee  on  Immigra¬ 
tion  and  Naturalization.  H..  R.  1356.  A  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Elias  Baumgarten;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  289) .  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports 
of  committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

• 

Mr.  SABATH:  Committee  on  Rules.  House 
Resolution  62.  Resolution  authorizing  the 
Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds 
to  investigate  the  progress  of  the  defense 
housing  program;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  290).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BULWINKLE: 

H.  R.  2536.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  with  respect  to  certain  agree¬ 
ments  between  carriers;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  RANDOLPH: 

H.  R.  2537.  A  bill  to  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  Court  of  Claims  and  the  district 
courts  of  the  United  States  of  claims  for 
damages  resulting  from  the  operation  of  air¬ 
craft  by  or  for  the  United  States;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  SPRINGER: 

H.  R.  2538.  A  bill  to  Incorporate  the  Moth¬ 
ers  of  World  War  No.  2,  to  set  forth  and  estab¬ 
lish  the  purposes  and  alms  of  the  organiza¬ 
tion,  fixing  its  corporate  powers  and  estab¬ 
lishing  the  rights  of  membership,  and  for 
Other  purposes;  tri  the  Committee  on  the 
judiciary. 

By  Mr.  HARLESS  of  Arizona: 

H.  R.  2539.  A  bill  to  permit  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  certain  subsidy  payments  and  certain 
purchase  and  sale  operations  by  corporations 
created  pursuant  to  section  5d  (3)  of  the  Re¬ 
construction  Finance  Corporation  Act,  as 
amended,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mf.  BENDER; 

H.  R.  2540.  A  bill  to  establish  an  Ohio  Val¬ 
ley  Authority  to  provide  for  unified  water 
control  and  resource  development  on  the 
Ohio  Riy'er  and  surrounding  region  in  the 
interest  of  the  control  and  prevention  of 
floods,  the  promotion  of  navigation  and  rec¬ 
lamation  of  the  public  lands,  the  promotion 
of  family-type  farming,  the  development  of 
the  recreational  possibilities  and  the  promo¬ 
tion/  of  the  general  welfare  of  the  area,  the 
strengthening  of  the  national  defense,  and 
foy  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Rivers  and  Harbors. 

By  Mr.  MAY: 

H.  R.  2541.  A  bill  to  provide  a  method  for 
ihe  wartime  reduction  of  temporary  grades 
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.by  general  officers  of  the  Army  of  the 
Unitecf'Stjrtes;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

By  Mr. 

H.  R.  2542.  A  bill  T^maend  an  act  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  Secretary  of 'War  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy  to  make  certain  disposition 
of  condemned  ordnance,  guns,  projectiles, 
and  other  condemned  material  In  their  re¬ 
spective  Departments;  to  the  Committee  offv  R-  2545.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Florida 

Military  Affairs.  Rhone  Burch;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  MURRAY  of  Tennessee:  '  ByjMr.  POWELL: 

H.R.  2543.  A  bill  to  require  weekly  news-  H.R.  2546.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salvador 

papers  enjoying  mailing  privileges  to  make  Lorenz  Fernandez;  to  the  Committee  on  Im- 


Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HENDRICKS: 

H.R.  2544.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Willie 
Hines;  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 


sworn  statements  with  respect  to  their  cir¬ 
culation;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads. 


MEMORIALS 


migration  and  Naturalization. 

By  Mr.  WASIELEWSKI: 

H.  R.  2547.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  J. 
Doherty;  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  a  memo¬ 
rial  was  presented  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  State  of  Nevada,  memorializ¬ 
ing  the  President  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  amend  the  Social  Security 
Act  to  permit  old-age  pensioners  to  earn 
wages  without  penalty;  to  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means. 


PETITIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  laid  on  the  Clerk’s  desk 
and  referred  as  follows: 

154.  By  Mr.  GAMBLE  (by  request)  :  Two 
petitions  signed  by  53  residents  in  the  Twen¬ 
ty-eighth  Congressional  District  of  New 
York,  opposing  the  enactment  of  H.  R.  2082; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


March  8,  1945 

155.  By  Mr.  LANE:  Petition  of  the  reso¬ 
lution  committee  of  the  lastmakers’  union, 
Local  28,  Lynn,  Mass.,  urging  modification  of 
the  Little  Steel  formula;  to  the  Committee  on 
Labor. 

156.  Also,  petition  of  the  delegates  of  east¬ 
ern  region  of  Massachusetts,  members  of 
the  Polish-American  Congress,  at  a  meeting 
February  38,  1945,  in  Boston,  Mass.,  urging 
assistance  to  the  people  of  Poland  and  voicing 
disapproval  of  the  results  of  the  Crimean 
Conference;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs. 

157.  By  Mr.  MOTT:  Memorial  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  th£_  State  of  Oregon  memorializing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  ter¬ 
minate  the  activities  of  the  Office  of  Price 
Administration  and  all  other  agencies  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  war  emergency  as  soon  as  is 
reasonably  possible;  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Currency. 

158.  By  Mr.  MURDOCK:  Memorial  of  State 
of  Arizona,  House  Memorial  No.  4,  request¬ 
ing  the  establishment  of  a  Government  gen¬ 
eral  hospital  at  Fort  Huachuca;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  World  War  Veterans’  Legislation. 

159.  By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin:  Petition 
of  sundry  citizens  of  Racine,  Wis.;  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
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EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE 


March  8,  1945. — Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Chiperfield,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  submitted 

the  following 

MINORITY  REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  2013] 


"We  should  continue  mutual  military  aid  among  our  allies  until  we 
have  defeated  our  enemies.  One  of  the  means-  of  carrying  out  that 
policy  is  the  so-called  Lend-Lease  Act.  We  believe  it  should  be  con¬ 
tinued  in  force  for  another  year,  from  June  30,  1945,  for  this  purpose 
and  from  year  to  year  so  long  as  the  war  continues. 

The  majority  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee,  however,  has  rec¬ 
ommended  a  bill,  H.  R.  2013,  extending  lend-lease  until  June  30,  1949, 
with  no  limitations  on  the  use  of  lend-lease  as  a  post-war  mechanism. 
This  period  is  too  long  and  this  post-war  power  is  too  broad. 

I.  WHAT  THE  LEND-LEASE  LAW  NOW  PROVIDES 

The  majority  report  says  “the  original  Lend-Lease  Act  had  a  life 
of  2  years.”  This  is  not  correct.  The  original  act  had  a  life  of 
5  years,  providing  2  years  for  the  making  of  contracts  and  agree¬ 
ments,  and  an  additional  3  years  for  carrying  them  out.  This  3-year 
addition,  which  is  often  overlooked,  is  becoming  increasingly  impor¬ 
tant.  The  law  has  been  extended  twice.  Each  time  both  of  the  ter¬ 
mination  dates,  the  2-year  period  and  the  3-year  period,  have  been 
extended  a  year.  Thus,  lend-lease  powers  may  now  be  exercised  not 
merely  until  July  1,  1945,  but  to  July  1,  1948.  This  3-year  period  is 
not  a  clean-up  period,  but  section  3c  specifically  provides  that — 

until  July  1,  1948,  any  of  such  powers  may  be  exercised  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  carry  out  a  contract  or  agreement  with  such  a  foreign  government  made  before 
July  1,  1945. 
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II.  WHAT  THE  ADMINISTRATION  SAYS  ABOUT  LEND-LEASE 

President  Roosevelt  in  his  letter  transmitting  the  seventeenth  lend- 
lease  report,  November  1944,  said — 

Lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  are  a  system  of  combined  war  supply.  It  should 
end  with  the  war. 

Mr.  Leo  T.  Crowley,  Lend-Lease  Administrator,  said  to  our  com¬ 
mittee: 

the  Lend-Lease  Act  is  a  war  supply  measure  *  *  *  the  post-war  reconstruc¬ 

tion  problem  abroad  is  a  separate  subject  for  the  consideration  of  Congress 
*  *  *  Lend-lease  will  not  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  post-war  rehabilitation 

and  reconstruction. 

Secretary  of  War  Stimson  said  at  our  hearings: 

Lend-lease  should  not  be  carried  further  after  the  war  is  over  without  the  full 
consent  of  Congress  to  every  step.  It  has  been  defended  by  me  and  by  the  others, 
who  have  argued  here,  for  what  it  was  worth  for  a  military  defense.  But  now, 
anything  further  in  the  way  of  civilian  action  in  peacetime  or  in  the  post-war 
time,  must,  of  course,  have  the  consent  of  Congress  and  not  be  carried  out  with¬ 
out  that  consent. 

These  positive  and  unequivocal  views  of  the  officials  charged  with 
administration  of  lend-lease,  from  the  President  down,  show  what  they  ! 
think  should  be  the  limitations  on  lend-lease.  We  thoroughly  agree 
and  believe  limitations  of  lend-lease  to  war  purposes  should  be  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  law. 

III.  WHAT  THE  COMMITTEE  BILL  PROVIDES 

The  committee  hill  extends  the  power  to  make  agreements  to  July 
1,  1946,  and  to  carry  out  agreements  to  July  1,  1949.  The  bill  also 
extends  the  revolving  fund  under  section  6b  to  July  1,  1949.  Under 
section  6b,  money  received  for  lend-lease  articles  is  again  available 
for  expenditure  for  lend-lease  without  further  appropriation  by 
Congress.  This  fund  now  exceeds  $489,000,000  and  the  proceeds 
from  existing  or  future  agreements  will  be  added  to  it. 

We  supported  in  committee  the  1-year  extension  period  for  making 
lend-lease  agreements  and  contracts,  but  attempted  to  eliminate 
the  extension  of  the  period  for  carrying  out  such  agreements  and 
contracts  until  July  30,  1949.  We  also  attempted  without  success 
to  provide  specifically  that  no  agreements  for  post-war  relief,  rehabili¬ 
tation  or  reconstruction  should  be  made.  We  were  willing  that  * 
agreements  should  be  made  for  the  post-war  purchase-  by  foreign  I 
governments  of  war  materials  furnished  or  agreed  to  be  furnished  by 
our  country  for  use  in  the  prosecution  of  the  present  war,  but  this 
compromise  was  defeated.  Thus,  the  bill  comes  to  the  floor  with 
an  unlimited  extension  of  lend-lease  to  June  30,  1949. 

IV.  THE  NEED  FOR  LIMITATIONS 

Two  arguments  were  used  against  our  proposal:  first,  that  the  law 
already  contained  such  limitations,  and  second,  that  such  limitations 
should  not  be  placed  upon  the  Executive.  The  utter  inconsistency 
of  these  two  arguments  is  obvious.  We  wish  to  comment  on  each 
of  them. 

First,  as  to  the  argument  that  the  Lend-Lease  Act  is  solely 
supply  measure. 


a  war 
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This  act  was  passed  in  March  1941,  not  as  a  war  measure,  but  in 
peacetime  as  a  peace  measure.  Its  title  is  “To  promote  the  defense 
of  the  United  States.”  There  is  not  a  word  about  war  in  it.  On  the 
contrary — section  3  (d)  and  (e)  purported  to  preserve  our  neutrality. 
The  majority  report  from  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee, 
January  30,  1941,  said: 

It  is  the  considered  view  of  your  committee,  insofar  as  human  minds  can 
evaluate  the  situation,  that  the  probable  effect  of  the  bill  will  be  to  keep  us  out 
of  war  rather  than  to  get  us  into  it. 

On  the  other  hand  the  minority  report  stated  of  lend-lease: 

the  oldest  and  last  constitutional  democracy  surrenders  its  freedom  under  the 
pretext  of  avoiding  war,  with  the  probable  result  that  the  newest  dictatorship 
will  soon  go  to  war. 

At  that  time  the  majority  said  lend-lease  was  a  peace  measure, 
the  minority  said  it  was  a  war  measure.  Within  less  than  a  year, 
lend-lease  became  a  war  measure,  as  the  minority  had  predicted. 
Now  the  majority  of  the  same  committee  are  claiming  that  this  lend- 
lease  extension  is  solely  a  war  measure,  and  the  minority  are  insisting 
that  it  shall  be  limited  as  a  war  measure,  and  not  turned  into  a  post¬ 
war  measure.  Under  the  circumstances,  there  can  be  no  valid  objec¬ 
tion  to  writing  specifically  in  the  lend-lease  extension  the  meaning 
the  majority  claim  for  it,  when  they  are  unable  to  point  out  any 
language  of  the  act  to  support  their  interpretation. 

Last  year  in  extending  lend-lease  the  Wadsworth  amendment  was 
adopted  which  provided  that  the  President  should  not  incur  any 
obligations  with  respect  to  post-war  economy  or  military  policy 
except  in  accordance  with  established  constitutional  procedure. 
Under  the  French  agreement  our  country  incurs  obligations  with 
respect  to  post-war  rehabilitation  and  reconstruction.  This  agree¬ 
ment  was  entered  into  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act  which  was  passed 
in  accordance  with  established  constitutional  procedure.  There¬ 
fore,  the  power  exists  to  make  post-war  commitments  under  the 
Lend-Lease  Act,  and  the  administration  has  already  used  that  power. 
Mr.  Oscar  Cox,  who  drafted  the  Lend-Lease  Act  and  who  is  now 
Deputy  Administrator  of  Lend-Lease  said  in  the  hearings  that  lend-lease 
could  be  used  after  the  war  to  supply  “the  combined  occupation 
forces,”  or  “food  for  the  German  civilians.”  (See  hearings,  pp.  52-53.) 
Thus,  the  real  author  of  lend-lease  agrees  with  the  minority,  that  the 
present  lend-lease  powers,  unless  limited  by  Congress,  may  be  used 
after  the  war. 

Second,  as  to  the  argument  that  Congress  should  not  limit  the 
powers  of  the  Executive: 

This  argument,  of  course,  completely  contradicts  the  proposition 
that  the  Executive  has  no  such  power.  Since  the  Chief  Executive 
has  said  that  lend-lease  should  end  with  the  war  and  the  officials 
administering  the  law  have  made  similar  statements,  we  cannot  see 
how  the  writing  of  the  policy  into  the  law  could  embarrass  the 
Executive.  We  have  been  urged  to  extend  lend-lease  to  1949,  into 
another  Presidential  administration  so  as  to  avoid  tying  the  hands 
of  the  President  in  advance.  A  more  fundamental  factor  is  involved. 
We  have  a  duty  to  avoid  tying  the  hands  of  Congress  so  far  in  advance. 
Congress  will  still  be  in  session  and  will  enact  any  laws  that  are  nec¬ 
essary  when  they  become  necessary. 
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V.  POST-WAR  LEND-LEASE 

The  French  agreement,  released  February  28,  1945,  is  by  its  very 
terms  a  post-war  agreement.  It  provides  that  the  two  Governments — 

desire  to  insure  the  continuing  provisions  of  such  articles,  services,  facilities,  or 
information  without  interruption  owing  to  any  uncertainty  as  to  the  date  when 
the  military  resistance  of  the  common  enemy  may  cease:  and  desire  to  insure 
further  that  such  articles  *  *  *  shall  be  disposed  of  and  transferred  following 

a  determination  by  the  President  that  such  aid  is  no  longer  necessary  to  the 
prosecution  of  the  war. 

The  agreement  provides  for  our  furnishing  $1,675,000,000  of  raw 
material,  food,  petroleum  supplies,  and  freight  charges,  and  $900,- 
000,000  of  locomotives,  watercraft,  metal  working  machinery,  and 
industrial  equipment.  Payment  is  to  be  made  over  a  period  of  30 
years  with  interest  at  2%  percent.  It  was  explained  to  the  committee 
that  all  of  these  were  “war  supplies,”  which  would  be  necessary  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  war  if  it  lasts  long  enough;  that  these  supplies 
also  had  post-war  values,  and  that  due  to  the  uncertainty  of  the  war’s 
end,  provision  was  made  for  payment  instead  of  the  usual  lend-lease 
arrangement.  We  were  told  that  some  of  these  supplies  would  take 
many  months  to  prepare,  some  of  them  8  to  12  months.  Obviously 
they  will  be  of  no  value  in  the  war  effort  if  they  are  not  completed 
before  the  war  ends.  We  do  not  make  any  predictions  as  to  the  end 
of  the  war  but  we  believe  our  agreement  with  the  French  certainly  is 
liberal  as  to  what  are  war  necessities.  The  amendments  we  offered, 
however,  would  permit  carrying  out  the  French  agreement,  and  would 
even  permit  the  making  of  other  similar  “war  supply”  agreements,  but 
would  forbid  agreements  that  were  clearly  for  post-war  relief,  re¬ 
habilitation,  and  reconstruction.  Since  these  amendments  were 
defeated  there  is  a  possibility  of  further  “war  supply”  agreements 
under  the  Lend-Lease  Act  which  will  affect  our  post-war  economy  for 
years  to  come  and  involve  billions  of  dollars. 

The  press  has  carried  references  to  negotiations  with  Russia  in¬ 
volving  $6,000,000,000  for  post-war  purposes.  The  press  has  also 
referred  to  arrangements  for  $6,000,000,000  of  lend-lease  to  the  British 
after  the  conclusion  of  the  war  in  Europe  up  until  the  end  of  the  war 
with  Japan,  including  2%  billion  dollars  of  civilian  lend-lease  to  be 
sent  to  England.  We  now  have  lend-lease  agreements  with  47  coun¬ 
tries  and  identical  master  lend-lease  agreements  with  13  countries 
including  Britain,  Russia,  and  China.  The  terms  of  these  agreements 
are  very  broad.  Article  VIII  of  each  agreement  provides: 

It  shall  continue  in  force  until  a  date  agreed  upon  by  the  two  governments. 

The  whole  Dumbarton  Oaks  idea  of  collective  security  means  that 
the  defense  of  each  country  against  aggression  is  vital  to  the  defense 
of  every  other  country.  The  lend-lease  law  authorizes  the  President 
to  furnish  anything  to  “any  country  whose  defense  the  President 
deems  vital  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States.”  The  broad  defini¬ 
tion  of  “defense  articles”  gives  the  President  power  to  carry  out  the 
collective  security  formula  by  supporting  the  post-war  economy  of 
any  country  whose  defense  he  deems  vital  to  our  defense. 
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VI.  WHO  BENEFITS  BY  LEND-LEASE  EXTENSION  TO  1949? 

Not  a  single  example  will  be  found  in  the  hearings  nor  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  report  of  a  transaction  or  transfer  that  needs  to  be  postponed 
until  1949.  Not  a  single  example  is  given  of  a  transfer  in  1949  which 
would  benefit  the  United  States.  On  the  other  hand,  the  French 
agreement  may  establish  a  post-war  precedent  of  30-year  loans 
short-circuiting  the  Johnson  Act  which  will  be  of  questionable  benefit 
to  us.  If  we  carry  lend-lease  forward  a  year  at  a  time  and  instances 
arise  where  extension  for  particular  countries  or  particular  items  would 
be  for  our  benefit,  Congress  can  then  make  provision  for  such  exten¬ 
sions.  If  we  make  a  blanket  4-year  extension  at  this  time  it  may 
turn  out  to  be,  not  a  “clean-up”  period  as  the  majority  suggest,  but  a 
“clcaned-up”  or  “cluttered-up”  period  for  our  country. 

VII.  THE  RESPONSIBILITY  OF  CONGRESS 

Any  long-time  post-war  lend-lease  agreements  would  be  subject 
to  future  action  by  Congress  in  appropriating  money  to  carry  them 
out.  Congress  has  exactly  the  same  future  control  and  responsibility 
|  in  appropriating  to  carry  out  a  treaty.  We  believe,  however,  that 
there  should  be  congressional  approval  of  our  post-war  plans  and 
policies  before  they  become  binding  agreements.  Such  plans  and 
policies  should  not  be  submitted  to  Congress  merely  for  appropriations 
to  carry  them  out,  with  the  threat  that  failure  to  do  so  would  mean  a 
default  upon  an  agreement  legally  entered  into  by  our  country.  Once 
our  country  determines  upon  a  policy,  Congress  can  be  relied  upon  to 
implement  that  policy  by  appropriations.  On  the  other  hand,  if  an 
attempt  should  be  made  to  circumvent  Congress  in  determining 
our  post-war  policies,  we  might  have  a  domestic  issue  raised  which 
would  be  disastrous  at  home  and  abroad.  We  believe  the  majority 
of  the  American  people  who  favor  our  assuming  increased  international 
obligations,  are  at  the  same  time  determined  that  we  shall  not  use  our 
international  commitments  as  a  means  of  changing  our  form  of  govern¬ 
ment  here  at  home.  We  believe  that  our  country  should  participate 
in  the  “creation  of  appropriate  international  machinery  with  power 
adequate  to  establish  and  maintain  a  just  and  lasting  peace,”  as 
provided  in  the  Fulbright  resolution.  Congress  has  aided  in  the 
creation  of  United  Nations  Relief  and  Rehabilitation  Administration 
to  take  care  of  post-war  relief  and  rehabilitation.  The  Bretton 
)  Woods  proposal  of  an  international  reconstruction  bank  will  shortly 
be  before  Congress.  We  supported  an  American  bank  of  reconstruc¬ 
tion  last  year  when  this  was  before  our  committee.  We  believe  that 
post-war  machinery  for  securing  peace  should  be  submitted  to  Con¬ 
gress.  The  war  making  power  should  have  something  to  say  about 
whether  peacemaking  machinery  is  appropriate  and  adequate. 

The  undersigned  are  all  Republican^.  We  wish  to  do  our  part  in 
determining  a  foreign  policy  which  is  not  a  Democratic  policy  or  a 
Republican  policy,  but  an  American  peace  policy.  As  President 
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Roosevelt  said  on  March  1,  using  almost  the  very  words  of  Governor 

Dewey: 

The  structure  of  world  peace  cannot  be  the  work  of  one  man,  or  one  party,  or 
one  nation. 

Limitations  on  lend-lease  which  we  are  proposing  are  the  very 
limitations  which  the  President  and  his  officials  have  approved.  To 
omit  these  limitations  is  to  grant  post-war  powers  to  the  President 
which  he  has  not  asked  for.  To  write  in  the  limitations  which  we 
suggest  is  merely  to  have  Congress  take  a  coordinate  place  in  stating 
the  foreign  policy  of  our  country. 

The  issue  on  extension  of  lend-lease  is,  therefore,  not  whether  we 
are  for  or  against  mutual  military  aid  during  the  war,  for  we  are  for 
it  and  are  ready  to  vote  for  another  year’s  extension  of  such  aid.  The 
issue  is  not  whether  we  are  for  participating  in  establishing  and  main¬ 
taining  peace.  If  the  machinery  proposed  for  this  purpose  is  appro¬ 
priate  and  adequate,  we  are  for  it.  The  issue  is  simple;  whether  or 
not  Congress  wishes  to  extend  the  lend-lease  power,  administration, 
and  practices  into  the  post-war  period.  We  believe  we  should  not. 
Lend-lease  failed  as  a  measure  to  keep  us  out  of  war.  If  it  is  pro¬ 
jected  into  the  post-war  period  it  may  again  fail  to  keep  us  out  of  war. 
For  unity,  we  should  confine  its  extension  to  the  field  in  which  we  are 
all  united  on  lend-lease,  as  a  mutual  war-aid  measure.  Post-war 
relief,  rehabilitation  and  reconstruction  policies  should  be  separately 
and  specifically  authorized  by  Congress. 

We  shall  submit  amendments  on  the  floor  to  carry  out  the  views 
herein  expressed. 

Robert  B.  Chiperfield. 

John  M.  Vorys. 

Karl  E.  Mundt. 

Bartel  J.  Jonkman. 

Lawrence  H.  Smith. 
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CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  2013 


March  8,  1945. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  175] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  175,  reports  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommen¬ 
dation  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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79th  CONGliESS 
1st  Session 


House  Calendar  No.  7 1 

H.  RES.  1 75 

[Report  No.  292] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  8, 1945 

Mi*.  Bates  of  Kentucky,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following- 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve 

3  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 
I  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  hill  (H.  R.  2013) 

5  to  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote 

6  the  defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 
I  as  amended.  That  after  general  debate,  which  shall  he  con- 

8  fined  to  the  bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  four  hours 

9  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 

10  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

11  Affairs,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  five- 

12  minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  reading  of  the  bill 


2 


1  for  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the 

2  same  back  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  shall  have 

3  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered 

4  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  pass- 

5  age  without  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  re- 

6  commit. 
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motion  for  that  purpose  (pp.  2044-S).  Sen.  Bailey,  N.C. ,  spoke  opposing  the 
mdtion  and  other  members  discussed  this  with  hi©.,  (pp.  2050-4).  Action  on  Sen. 
Muri'ay' s  motion  was  not  concluded  because  the  "morning  hour. .. expired,  "  and  so 
"The  resolution  goes  to  the  calendar"(p.  2054). 

6.  LATIN  AMER3XJA.  Sen.  Connally,  Tex.,  discussed  the  "results  of  the  inter-American 

conference  at  Mexico  City,"  and  other  members  discussed  this  with  him  (pp.205f-66). 

7.  BUREAUCRACY;  PERSONNEL.  Sen.  Wiley,  Wis-. ,  urged’ reduction  of  the  number  of  Federal. 

personnel,  stated\that  "the  annual  pay-roll  cost  of  the  estimated  300,000  Federal 
workers  who  are  holding  surplus  and  artificial  jobs  is  $700,000,000.  This... would 
nay  the  annual. interact1  rate.. ; t opr . national, debt. . .rather  than  go  down  the 
bureaucratic  drain";  and  inserted  his  press '  statement  on’-tftife  subject  ’ (p. 2030;., 

* .  BotnSRouse,s,  ,  ,  j  v"4  .  .  ..  •  / 

g.  RURAL  REHABILITATION,  ^received  the.  War  (  Food  Administrator's  report  wit-h  respect 
tb‘ the' progre-se.  of  the  liquidation  of  Federal  rural  rehabilitation*, projects-  To 
Appropriations*  Committee,  (p .,  ZL.0.6..),  ( ,  J  * 

'  r  ”  i  »  *  *  *  / 

9#  FORESTRY.  Received/ Rr eg.  Legislature  resolution  urging  additional  appropriation 
of-  -$50,000  -for  :,the  Pacific  Northwest  Forest  and  Range  Experiment  Station  for  the 

)  establishment  of  a  Forest  Utilization  Seprrice  unit.’ To  tile1  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee.  i(p»  2033*)  ’  ‘ 

•Received. . a  Wyo.  Legislature  resolution  opposing  the  ‘J'ackso-n  Hole  -National  * 
Monument -and  urging  restoration  to  Wyo.  ’of  full  title  to- -all- public  lands.  To 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys  Committee,  (p.  20330  '*  *’*'•'• 


10.  RECLAMATION;  IRRIGATION.  Received  Wyo.  Legislature  resolutions  urging  that  all 
*  presently  proposed  Eederal  irrigation  projects  in  Wyo.  be  continued  in  all 

stages, under  the  direct  supervision  Of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  and  favoring 
the' removal  of  excess,  land  provi  sions  of  the  reclamation  act  for  lands  receiv¬ 
ing  water  supplies  therefrom.  To  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  Committee,  (p*  2107)- 

11.  EARM  LABOR.  Rep.  Halleck,  Ind.,  urged  early  consideration  of‘ H.  'Con.  Res.  29, 

the  Lemke  farm-labor  deferment  resolution  (p.  2078) . 


12.  MANPOWER.  Rep‘.  Patrick,  Ga  . urged  favorable  House  action  on  the,  Senate  version 

of  H.  R.  1752?  the  -manpower  bill  (p.  <2073)-* 

Y  ■  ■  c.  ’  -  ;;;  ;:Y  ■ 

13.  PERSONNEL.  Received  a  petition  of  a.  S.  Dak.  .citizen  ufging  reduction  of  Federal 

personnel  by  one-third  and  Federal  compensation  by  35$  (p*  2107), 

Rep.  Gibson,  Ga. ,  criticized  the  FEPC  (pp.  2104~5). 

14.  COMMITTEE  ASSIGNMENT .  Rep.  Miller,  ’Calif.,  was  elected  to  tho  Irrigation  hnd  . 

Reclamation  Committee  (p.  2076).  .  "  u,.  ) 

15.  LEND-LEASE,  Rep. ’Bloom,  N,  Y.,  inserted  a.  committee-approved,  amendment  to 

H.  ■  R.  ’2013*'  emending  the  Lend-Lease  Act.  for  l_year,  to  restrict  the ’  President1  s 
•  powers  to  enter- into  agreements  with  foreign  governments  for  post-war  relief, 

rehabilitation, or  reconstruction  (p.  207^):» 

Rules  Committee  submitted*  a  resolution  for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  2013 
(pp.  2104,  2106)..-  *  .  ..  .  .  . 

16.  COMlOlUrTY^iEI^T^  Passed  with  amendment  S.  2$8,  to  continue  'CCC  as'  a  U.  S. 

agency,  increasell‘s?,^yow&OMi^  power.,  rgvi&e  -  the  •  ’basis  for  annual  .appraisal  of 
its  assets,  etc.  (pp.  207$~2XQ3$-i  ’wSgr-eed.... to . Rep,  Spence'  s  (Ky. )  amendment  *to 
substitute  t h£__la-frg U5 geTof  H.R.  2023,  which  had -been  passed,  358-S,  earlier. 

to  an  amendment  by  Rep.  Wolcott,  Mich.',  making  inapplicable  to 
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SENATE 


1. 


INDEPENDENT  OFFICES  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1946.  Began  debate  on  this  bill,  H.R. 

1984,  and  acted  on  committee  amendments  •  (isp..  203^»  2035“6>  2066-72),.  Agreed  to 
■all  committee  amendments  except  those  passed  over  including  those  for  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  (p.  2068) ,  Federal  Works  Agency,  public  works  advance  planning 
(pp.  2063-70) ,  Federal  Public  Housing  Authority  (p.  2071) , and  the  general  pro¬ 
vision  prohibiting  use  of  any  of  these  funds  to  pa.y  the  salary  of  any  person 
filling  a  position  formerly  held  by  a  man  now  in  the  armed  services  who-  has  been 
honorably  discharged  and  has  within  40  days  thereafter  made  application  for  re¬ 
storation  to  his  former  position  and  has  not  been  restored  thereto  (p.  2072). 

For  provisions  of  interest  see  Digests  21,  24,  and  45a. 

Sen.  McKellar,  Tenn. ,  discussed  the  committee  amendment  with  regard  to  the 
provision  for  assistance  to  StatesTfor  Federal  activities  looking  toward  planning 
a  post-war  public,  works  program  (pp.  206S-70)« 


2.  WAR  DEPARTMENT  CIVIL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  1946.  Passed  as  reported  this  bill,  H.R. 
2126  (pp.  2034,  2054-6).  As  passed  the  bill  .provides  $24,172,000  for  flood  con¬ 


trol,  general,  and  restricts  the  use  of  fLood  control  fends  by.  this  Department. 


REGULATORY  FUNCTIONS.  Judiciary  Committee  reported  without’  amendment  S.  Res. 98, 
providing  for  the,  continuation  of  the  .study  of  Executive  branch  authority  for 
the  issuance  of  executive  orders  and  departmental  regulations  (S.Rept.  90).  Re¬ 
ferred,  to  the  Rudit-Control  Committee.  Ipp.  203^-5*) 


4.  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION;  NOMINATION.  Agriculture  and  forestry  Committee  'renorted 
^adversely  the  nomination  of  Aubrey  W.  Williams  to  be  REAdministrator  (p.2054). 


1ISS0URI  VALLEf  AUTHORITY.  Sen.  Murray,  Mont*,  urged  that  the  Commerce  Committee 
be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  S.  555 *  ‘his  MVA  bill,  and  that  the 
bill  be  referred  to  the  Senate  Agriculture  ‘and  Forestry  Committee;  and  he  made 
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JREAU  OP  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  William  T.  Sherwood,  of  the 
District  or  ,  Columbia,  to  be  Assistant 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  to  fill 
an  existing  vacancy. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  nomihation  is  confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk,  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of'postmasters. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  I  as&jthat  the  nomi¬ 
nations  of  postmasters  be^onfirmed  en 
bloc. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  ask  that  the\resi- 
dent  be  immediately  notified  of  all  nomi¬ 
nations  this  day  confirmed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ot 
jection,  the  President  will  be  notified'' 
forthwith. 

RECESS 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  in  legislative  ses¬ 
sion,  I  move  that  the  Senate  take  a  re¬ 
cess  until  12  o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  4 
o’clock  and  59  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  unti1  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
March  13,  1945,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  12,  1945: 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 

Richard  Ford,  of  Oklahoma,  now  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  class  3  and  a  secretary  in 
the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a  consul 
general  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Robert  F.  Fernald,  of  Maine,  now  a  Foreign 
Service  officer  of  class  5  and  a  secretary  in 
the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a  consul 
general  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Forrest  K.  Geerken,  of  Minnesota,  now  a 
Foreign  Service  officer  of  class  7  and  a  secre¬ 
tary  in  the  Diplomatic  Service,  to  be  also  a 
consul  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  Judiciary 

UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  JUDGES 

Hon.  Albert  A.  Ridge,  of  Missouri,  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  western 
district  of  Missouri,  vice  Hon.  Merrill  E. 
Otis,  deceased. 

Robert  Lewi  Brown,  of  Montana,  to  be 
United  States  district  judge  for  the  district  of 
Montana,  vice  Hon.  James  H.  Baldwin,  de¬ 
ceased. 

UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEY 

J.  Albert  Well,  of  Illinois,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  northern  district  of 
Illinois.  (Mr.  Woll  is  now  serving  in  this 
office'  under  an  appointment  which  expired 
October  10,  1944.) 


Randolph  Carpenter,  of  Kansas,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Kansas,  vice  George  H.  West,  resigned. 

Bernard  J.  Flynn,  of  Maryland,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  district  of  Maryland. 
(Mr.  Flynn  is  now  serving  in  this  office  under 
an  appointment  which  expired  October  4, 
1944.) 

Dennis  E.  Sullivan,  of  New  Hampshire,  to 
be  United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
New  Hampshire,  vice  Alexander  Murchie, 
resigned. 

George  F.  Troy,  of  Rhode  Island,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  district  of 
Rhode  Island.  (Mr.  Troy  is  now  serving  in 
this  office  under  an  appointment  which  ex¬ 
pires  March  10,  1945.) 

UNITED  STATES  MARSHALS 

W.  Bruce  Matthews,  of  Maryland,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  the  District  of 
Columbia,  vice  John  Colpoys,  deceased. 

John  J.  Wein,  of  Ohio,  to  be  United  States 
marshal  for  the  northern  district  of  Ohio, 
vice  George  J,  Keineth,  deceased. 

Ben  Ivy  King,  of  Tennessee,  to  be  United 
-  States  marshal  for  the  western  district  of 
-^.Tennessee,  vice  Charles  W.  Miles,  resigned. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  following-named  persons  to  be  post¬ 
masters  : 

ALABAMA 

JamesSG.  Rea,  Notasulga,  Ala.,  in  place  of 
A.  M.  Steyenson,  retired. 

CALIFORNIA 

William  N.  Parkinson,  Canoga  Park,  Calif., 
in  place  of  F.  L.  Cary,  deceased. 

S  ILLINOIS 

Margaret  M.  DeCoste,  River  Grove,  Ill.,  in 
place  of  E.  O.  Trumbull,  removed. 

Helen  Elaine  VarlaS;,  Schiller  Park,  Ill.,  in 
place  of  H.  J.  Cheze,  removed. 

IOWA  \ 

Glen  W.  Heath,  Rake,  Iowa ,  in  place  of 
W.  O.  Thomas,  deceased. 

KANSAS 

Marie  F.  Jehlik,  Cuba,  KansNin  place  of 
E.  C.  Strnad,  transferred. 

Harvey  E.  Yauk,  Durham,  Kans.,  in  place  of 
E.  R.  Schwemmer,  transferred. 

MAINE 

Hattie  M.  Higgins,  Mapleton,  Maine,', in 
place  of  D.  F.  Smith,  resigned. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Eugene  Matheson,  Ipswich,  Mass.,  in  place 
of  S.  D.  Conley,  resigned. 

MICHIGAN 

Mabel  E.  McMichael,  Lennon,  Mich.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1944. 

Martha  E.  Krzyszke,  Waltz,  Mich.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1943. 

MISSOURI 

Collis  P.  Lindimore,  Montrose,  Mo.,  in  place 
of  M.  D.  Cole,  removed. 

NEW  YORK 

Aleine  Miller,  Perrysburg,  N.  Y.,  in  place  of 
J.  H.  Vaughn,  transferred. 


NORTH  CAROLINA 

Clarence  H.  Mason,  Timberlake,  N.  C.  Of¬ 
fice  became  Presidential  July  1,  1944. 

OHIO 

Clayton  L.  Rupright,  Beaverdam,  Ohio.  Of¬ 
fice  became  Presidential  Oct.  1,  1944, 

Ruth  W.  Steuart,  Brookfield,  Ohio.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1,  1941. 

OKLAHOMA 

Harry  N.  Patterson,  Grandfield,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  Audrey  Teeter,  deceased. 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Alexander  P.  Bates,  Oak  Lawn,  R.  I.  Office 
became  Presidential  July  1, 1944. 


Hubert  John  Risinger,  Bandera,  Tex.,  in 
place  of  R.  V.  Roome,  resigned. 

Granville  M.  Knox,  Bertram,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  R.  N.  Gray,  transferred. 

VIRGINIA 

J.  Frank  Walsh,  West  Point,  Va.,  in  place 
of  R.  T.  Bland,  resigned. 

WASHINGTON 

Charles  L.  Seavey,  Winslow,  Wash.,  in  place 
of  M.  B.  Start,  retired. 

WISCONSIN 

Edgar  H.  Setzkorn,  Arpin,  Wis.,  in  place  of 
J.  F.  Loschky,  deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  12,  1945: 

Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue 
William  T.  Sherwood,  to  be  Assistant  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Postmasters 

GEORGIA 

Catherine  R.  Lanneau,  Barney. 

Sarah  W.  Turner,  Pelham. 

Margaret  D.  Cate,  Sea  Island. 

MICHIGAN 

Emma  Keating,  Allen. 

Mary  L.  Myers,  Berrien  Center. 

Lester  Kittell,  Riverside.- 

Nebraska 

Harold  C.  Bruce,  Verdigre. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Byron  U.  Richardson,  Pinehurst. 

Ik 

OHIO 

George  T.  Meesig,  Bellevue. 

F.  Stone  Trautman,  Belpre. 

Sue  A.  Watts,  Conesville. 

Alverda  Wells,  Dellroy. 

Inez  S.  Wlnget,  Edison. 

Josiah  Eikenberry,  Laura. 

Pearl  Burket,  Rawson. 

OKLAHOMA 

Myrl  J.  Finch,  Tupelo. 

OREGON 

Pearl  A.  Carsley,  Malin. 


/ 


House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera 
Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

O  God  of  heaven  and  earth,  who  ridest 
on  the  wings  of  the  morning,  keep  alive 
in  our  breasts  the  deathless  desire  for 
human  service.  What  a  kingly  privilege 
to  be  a  distributor  of  that  life  which  is 
a  lyric  balm  for  every  wounded  heart. 
O  lift  ufe  nearer  to  the  Father,  where  our 
hearts  go  out  faithfully  and  lovingly  to 
our  fellow  men. 

Thou  whose  light  is  the  way  of  bless¬ 
ing,  make  us  to  realize  the  plain,  search¬ 
ing  words- of  Jesus:  “Whatsoever  a  man 
soweth  that  shall  he  also  reap.”  The 
upright  thing  we  did  yesterday  and  the 
unselfish  act  of  last  week  will  make  the 
forces  of  good  a  little  stronger.  Herein 
is  the  sureffess  of  an  elevation  of  soul 
which  comes  to  those  who  understand 
that  no  man  liveth  unto  himself  and  no 
man  dieth  unto  himself.  For  the  sake 
of  others,  revitalize  us  with  courage  to 
attack  every  evil  habit  and  check  every 
wrong  tendency.  Impress  us  each  day 
that  we  are  sealing  destiny  which  will 
meet  us  in  the  future  years.  Through 
Jesus  Christ  our  Lord.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Friday,  March  9,1  1945,  was  read  and 
approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  was  communi¬ 
cated  to  the  House  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of 
his  secretaries,  who  also  informed  the 
House  that  on  Thursday,  March  1,  1945, 
the  President  approved  and  signed  a  bill 
of  the  House  of  the  following  title: 

On  March  1,  1945:  \ 

H.  R.  626.  An  act  to  authorize  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy  to  proceed  with  the  con¬ 
struction  of  certain  publffc  works,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Frazier,  its  legislative  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed, Vwith  amend¬ 
ments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House  of 
the  following  title: 

H.R.  1752.  An  act  to  amend  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

MESSAGE  SENT  TO  GENERAL  EISENHOWER 
AND  HIS  REPLY 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  desires  to 
announce  that  pursuant  to  the  unani- 
mfius-consent  request  agreed  to  on 
Wednesday,  March  7, 1945,  he  did  on  Fri¬ 
day,  March  9,  send  the  following  mes¬ 
sage  to  Gen.  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower,  Su¬ 
preme  Allied  Commander,  Supreme 


Monday,  March  12, 1945 

Headquarters,  Allied  Expeditionary 
Fdyce : 

At  the  request  of  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives,  unanimously  expressed, 
I  send  to  you,  the  officers  and  men  of  all 
services  under  your  command,  our  congratu¬ 
lation?  and  thanks  for  the  magnificent  vic¬ 
tories  recently  achieved  on  the  western  front. 

Through  the  War  Department  this 
message  came  back  from  General  Eisen¬ 
hower: 

On  behalf  of  myself  and  all  troops  under 
my  command,  please  convey  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  our  appreciation  and  sin¬ 
cere  thanks  for  your  inspiring  message  which 
is  being  transmitted  to  the  offioers  and  men 
of  all  services. 

LT.  GEN.  COURTNEY  H.  HODGES 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker;  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PACE.  Mr.  Speaker,  from  time  to 
time  Members  rise  here  to  call  attention 
to  the  accomplishments  of  one  or  the 
other  of  our  great  military  leaders.  Cer¬ 
tainly  we  are  blessed  and  should  give 
thanks  for  our  matchless  leadership  in 
this  war. 

I  am  sure  you  will  ,  forgive  me  this 
morning  for  pointing  with  pride  to  the 
leadership  of  my  dwn  distinguished  con¬ 
stituent,  Lt.  Gen.  Courtney  H.  Hodges,  in 
command  of  the  First  American  Army. 

Aside  from  its  official  designation,  it 
was  first  to  land  at  Normandy,  first  to 
enter  Germany,  first  to  crack  the  Sieg¬ 
fried  line,  and  now  the  first  to  cross  the 
Rhine.  / 

General' Hodges  was  born  and  reared 
at  Perry;  Houston  County,  Ga.  His 
mother,  /brother,  and  other  members  of 
the  family  live  there  today. 

It  is  Springtime  down  in  Georgia.  The 
sun  stymes  bright  and  the  air  is  scented 
with  the  sweet  fragrance  of  the  flowers. 
In  my  mind’s  fancy  I  can  see  General 
Hodges’  devoted  mother,  there  in  the 
sunshine  and  among  the  flowers,  lifting 
her  voice  to  a  gracious  God  for  a  son 
who  has  distinguished  himself  so  greatly 
apd  has  been  given  the  opportunity  to 
ntribute  so  much  to  the  cause  of  free- 

iom.  _ 

LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  address  the  House  for 
1  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs,  who  met  today  in  executive  ses¬ 
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sion,  I  read  for  the  information  of  the 
House  an  amendment  that  was  approved 
unanimously  by  that  committee  with 
reference  to  the  lend-lease  bill.  This 
amendment  was  agreed  to  by  all  the 
signers  of  the  minority  report.  It  is 
an  amendment  to  section  3  (c) : 

Provided,  lioicever,  That  nothing  in  section 
3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  Into  or  carry  out  any 
contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruction;  ex¬ 
cept  that  a  contract  or  agreement  entered 
into  in  accordance  with  this  act  in  which 
the  United  States  undertakes  to  furnish  to 
a  foreign  government  defense  articles,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  present  war  and  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President, 
of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or 
information  after  the  President  determines 
they  are  no  longer  necessary  for  use  by  such 
government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for 
post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or 
lost-war  reconstruction. 

SENATOR  HENRY  CABOT  LODGE 

Ir.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
dreSs  the  House  for  1  minute. 

Tfie  Speaker.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from -Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker, '2  years  ago,  shortly  after  his  re- 
election  by  an  overwhelming  vote  to  the 
United  States  Senate  Henry  Cabot  Lodge 
resigned  his  seat  in  that  body  that  he 
might  enter  the  armed  forces  of  his 
country.  He  believed  his  country  should 
have  the  benefit  of  his  military  experi¬ 
ence  in  its  mpst  critical  period.  His 
many  friends  in  Massachusetts  and  in 
the  Congress  of  .the  United  States  and 
throughout  the  country  were  delighted  to 
learn  this  last  week  that  his  outstanding 
services  have  won  Tor  him  the  French 
Legion  of  Honor  and 'the  Croix  de  Guerre 
with  Palm.  That  he  may  return  to  us  at 
the  end  of  the  war  in  good  health,  with 
even  richer  military  honors,  is  the  sin¬ 
cere  wish  of  his  legion  of  friends. 

CENSUS  BUREAU  REPORT  ON  WOMEN 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute.  \ 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana? 

There  was  no  objection.  ^ 

[Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in  the 
Appendix  of  today’s  Record.] 

(Mr.  ALLEN  of  Louisiana  asked  and 
received  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  by  including  a  letter.) 
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Jarman 

Murdock 

Sasscer 

Jenkins 

Murphy 

Savage 

Jennings 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Schwa  be,  Mo. 

Jensen 

Murray,  Wis. 
Neely 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Scrivner 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Norrell 

Shafer 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Norton 

Sharp 

Johnson, 

O’Brien,  HI. 

Sheppard 

Luther  A. 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Short 

Johnson,  Okla. 

O’Hara 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Jonkman 

O’Konski 

Smith,  Va. 

Judd 

O'Neal 

Smith,  Wis. 
SnVder 

Kee 

Outland 

Keefe 

Face 

Somers,  N.  Y. 

Kefauver 

Patman 

Sparkman 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Patrick 

Spence 

Kelly,  Ill. 

Patterson 

Springer 

Keogh 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Stefan 

Kerr 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Stevenson 

Kilburn 

Pfeifer 

Stigler 

Kilday 

Phillips 

Stockman 

King 

Pickett 

Sullivan 

Kinzer 

Pittenger 

Sumner,  Ill. 

Kirwan 

Ploeser 

Sumners.  Tex. 

Knutson 

Plumley 

Sundstrom 

Kopplemann 

Poage 

Taber 

LaFollette 

Powers 

Talbot 

Landis 

Price,  Fla. 

Talle 

Lane 

Price,  Ill. 

Tarver 

Lanham 

Priest 

Thom 

Larcade 

Quinn,  N.  Y. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Latham 

Rabaut 

Thomas,  Tex. 

LeFevre 

Rabin 

Thomason 

Lesinski 

Rains 

Tibbott 

Lewis 

Ramey 

Tolan 

Link 

Ramspeck 

Torrens 

Ludlow 

Randolph 

Towe 

Lyle 

Rankin 

Trimble 

Lynch 

Rayfiel 

Voorhis,  Calif. 

McConnell 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Vorys,  Ohio 

McCormack 

Reed,  Ill. 

Vursell 

McCowen 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Wadsworth 

McDonough 

Rees.  Kans. 

Walter 

McGehee 

Resa 

Wasielewski 

McGregor 

Richards 

Weaver 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Riley 

Welchel 

Mahon 

Rivers 

Welch 

Manasco 

Rizley 

Whitten 

Mansfield, 

Robertson,  Va. 

Whittington 

Mont. 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Wickersham 

Marcantonio 

Rockwell 

Wigglesworth 

Martin,  Iowa 

Rodgers,  Pa. 

Wilson  / 

Martin,  Mass. 

Roe,  N.  Y. 

Winstead 

May 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Wolcott 

Merrow 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Michener 

Rogers,  N.  Y. 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Miller,  Calif. 

Rooney 

Woodhouse 

Miller.  Nebr. 

Rowan 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Mills 

Russell 

Worley 

Monroney 

Ryter 

Zimmerman 

Morrison 

Sabath 

Mundt 

Sadowski 

NAYS— 8 

Buck 

Jones 

Smith,  Ohio 

Clevenger 

Kean 

Winter 

Hoffman 

Rich 

NOT  VOTING— 

66 

Anderson,  Calif.  Hart 

O’Toole 

Auchincloss 

HeidingeJ?) 

Philbin 

Bates,  Mass. 

Herter 

Powell 

Bender 

Hobbs 

Robertson, 

Bolton 

Holmes,  Mass. 

N.  Dak. 

Boren 

Izac 

Robinson,  Utah 

Case,  N.  J. 

Johnson, 

Roe,  Md. 

Chapman 

Lyndon  B. 

Sheridan 

Clark 

Kearney 

Sikes 

Clason 

Kunkel 

Simpson.  Pa. 

Combs 

Lea 

Slaughter 

Curley 

LeCompte 

Smith,  Maine 

Daughton,  Va. 

Lemke 

Starkey 

Dawson 

Luce 

Stewart 

Dirksen 

McGlinchey 

Taylor 

Eaton 

McKenzie 

Traynor 

Elsaesser 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Vinson 

Fogarty 

Madden 

Weiss 

Fuller 

Maloney 

West 

Gardner 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

White 

Gerlach 

Mason 

Wood 

Hagen 

Morgan 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Hand 

Mott 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

General  pairs: 

Mr.  Hobbs  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Sheridan  with  Mr.  Robertson  of  North 
Dakota. 

Mr.  Slaughter  with  Mr.  Clason. 

Mr.  O’Toole  with  Mr.  Gerlach. 

Mr.  Izac  with  Mr.  Hagen. 


Mr.  Weiss  with  Mr.  Anderson  of  California. 

Mr.  Curley  with  Mr.  Hand. 

Mr.  Vinson  with  Mrs.  Luce. 

Mr.  Chapman  with  Mr.  Mason. 

Mr.  Mansfield  of  Texas  with  Mrs.  Smith  of 
Maine. 

Mr.  Madden  with  Mr.  Auchincloss. 

Mr.  Philbin  with  Mr.  Holmes  of  Massachu¬ 
setts. 

Mr.  Lea  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  Clark  with  Mr  Puller. 

Mr.  Fogarty  with  Mr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  Colmer  with  Mr.  Dirksen. 

Mr.  Hart  with  Mr.  Case  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Robinson  of  Utah  with  Mr.  LeCompte. 

Mr.  West  with  Mr.  Kunkel. 

Mr.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson  with  Mr.  Lemke. 

Mr.  Woodrum  of  Virginia  with  Mr.  McMil- 
len  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  McGlinchey  with  Mrs.  Bolton. 

Mr.  Maloney  with  Mr.  Herter. 

Mr.  McKenzie  with  Mr.  Elsaesser. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  take  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  (S.  298)  to  con¬ 
tinue  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  as 
an  agency  of  the  United  States,  increase 
its  borrowing  power,  revise  the  basis  of 
the  annual  appraisal  of  its  assets,  and 
for  other  purposes,  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause,  and  substitute  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  just  passed,  as 
amended. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  section  4  of  the 
Act  approved  March  8,  1938  (52  Stat.  108), 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting 
the  term  “$3,000,000,000”  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  term  “$4,500,000,000”. 

Sec.  2.  In  the  event  the  War  Pood  Ad¬ 
ministrator  determines  that  there  is  danger 
of  loss  or  waste  through  spoilage  in  the 
stocks  of  any  nonbasic  perishable  commodity 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  the  Corporation  may  sell 
or  cause  to  be  sold  such  stocks  of  such  com¬ 
modity  below  the  parity  or  comparable  price 
therefor  and  the  Corporation  shall,  insofar 
as  practicable,  make  such  sales,  or  cause 
them  to  be  made,  in  such  manner  as  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  depression  of  the  farm  price  of  the 
commodity. 

Sec.  3.  The  provisions  of  subsection  (c)  of 
section  381  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  67)  are  suspended  until 
the  expiration  of  the  2-year  period  begin¬ 
ning  with  the  1st  day  of  January  immedi¬ 
ately  following  the  date  on  which  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  by  proclamation,  or  the  Congress,  by 
concurrent  resolution,  declares  that  hostili¬ 
ties  in  the  present  war  have  terminated. 

Sec.  4.  The  last  paragraph  of  section  2  (e) 
of  the  Emergency  Price  Control  Act  of  1942, 
as  amended  by  the  Stabilization  Extension 
Act  of  1944,  shall  not  apply  to  the  operations 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1946:  Provided, 
That  the  making  of  subsidy  payments  and 
the  buying  of  commodities  for  resale  at  a 
loss,  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation, 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  maximum 
prices  established  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Emergency  Price  Control  Act  of  1942, 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  as  follows:  Obligations  for  making  such 
payments  and  absorbing  such  losses  may 
be  incurred  and  paid  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  (a)  in  such  amounts  as 


may  be  necessary  (1)  to  complete  operations 
with  respect  to  1944  and  prior  year  crop 
programs  and  (2)  to  fulfill  obligations  in¬ 
curred  prior  to  July  1,  1945,  with  respect  to 
1945  and  prior  fiscal  year  noncrop  programs; 
and  (b)  in  amounts  which  do  not  involve 
subsidy  payments  or  losses  in  excess  of  (1) 
$250,000,000  for  operations  during  the  6- 
month  period  ending  December  31,  1945,  with 
respect  to  the  dairy  production  payment  pro¬ 
gram,  (2)  $60,000,000  for  operations  during 
the  6-month  period  ending  December  31, 
1945,  with  respect  to  other  noncrop  pro¬ 
grams,  including  the  feed-wheat  program, 
and  (3)  $225,000,000  with  respect  to  the  1945 
crop  program  operations.  Should  hostilities 
in  the  present  war  extend  beyond  December 
31,  1945,  such  dairy  production  payment 
program  and  other  noncrop  program  opera¬ 
tions  involving  such  subsidy  payments  and 
losses  may  be  continued  on  a  basis  which, 
taking  into  account  seasonal  variations  in 
rates  and  production,  will  not  involve  such 
subsidy  payments  and  losses  in  excess  'of 
$250,000,000  for  operations  during  the  6- 
month  period  ending  June  30,  1946,  with 
respect  to  the  dairy  production  payment  pro¬ 
gram,  or  $60,000,000  for  operations  during  the 
6-month  period  ending  June  30,  1946,  with 
respect  to  other  noncrop  programs,  including 
the  feed -wheat  program:  Provided,  however, 
That  if  hostilities  cease  before  June  30,  1946, 
no  additional  obligations  provided  for  in  this 
sentence  may  be  incurred  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  with  respect  to  such  pro¬ 
grams  after  the  date  on  which  hostilities 
cease. 

Sec.  5.  The  first  two  sentences  of  section 
1  of  the  Act  approved  March  8,  1938  (52  Stat. 
107),  as  amended,  are  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“As  of  the  30th  of  June  in  each  year  and 
as  soon  as  possible  thereafter,  beginning  with 
June  30,  1945,  an  appraisal  of  all  of  the  as¬ 
sets  and  liabilities  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
the  net  worth  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  shall  be  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  The  value  of  assets  shall 
be  determined  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  of 
such  assets  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  or  insofar  as  practicable,  the  aver¬ 
age  market  price  of  such  assets  during  the 
last  month  of  the  fiscal  year  covered  by  the 
appraisal,  whichever  is  the  lower,  and  a  re¬ 
port  of  any  such  appraisal  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  President  as  soon  as  possible  after  it 
has  been  made”. 

Sec.  6.  The  first  sentence  of  section  7  of 
the  Act  approved  January  31,  1935  (49  Stat. 
4),  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  “June  30,  1945”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “June  30,  1947”. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment.  The  Clerk  read 
as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Spence:  Strike 
out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert 
the  provisions  of  H.  R.  2023,  as  amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  proceedings  by  which  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2023)  was  passed  were  vacated 
and  that  bill  laid  on  the  table. 

GENERAL  LEAVE  TO  REVISE  AND  EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  5  legislative  days  within  which 
to  revise  and  extend  their  remarks.  * 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Hill]  be  permitted  to  address 
the  House  for  1  hour  on  Tuesday,  March 
20,  after  the  disposition  of  business  on 
the  Speaker’s  desk  and  at  the  conclusion 
of  any  other  special  orders  heretofore 
entered. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
my  colleague  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  Grant]  be  permitted  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  own  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
.  the  Appendix.]  .  . 

EXTENSION  OF  ACT  TO  PROMOTE  THE  DE¬ 
FENSE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky,  from  the 
Committee  on  Rules  submitted  the  fol¬ 
lowing  privilege  resolution  (H.  Res.  178, 
Rept.  No.  388),  which  was  referred  to 
the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  printed: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2013),  to  extend  for  1  year 
the  provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March 
11,  1941,  as  amended,  and  all  points  of  order 
against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined 
to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  4 
hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 
by  the  chairman  and  the  ranking  minority 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under 
the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment, 
the  committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill 
to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion,  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

.Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  on  Wednesday  next 
after'  fhe  legislative  business  of  the  day 
I  may  address  the  House  for  45  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request*. of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

RESIGNATION  FROM  COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee: 

March  12,  1945. 

Hon.  Sam  Rayburn, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  herewith  tender  my 
resignation  as  a  member  of  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads  Committee. 

Genuinely  yours, 

Frank  L.  Chelf, 
Member  of  Congress. 


The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  is  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  and  to  include  two  letters  and 
a  news  clipping  from  this  morning’s 
Washington  Post. 

Mr.  CELLER  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in  the 
Record. 

Mr.  RAMEY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  to 
include  two  statements  from  the  Toledo 
Blade  in  regard  to  the  first  American 
soldier  to  cross  the  Rhine. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  and  include  a  manuscript  en¬ 
titled  “The  American  Scholar.”  It  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  limit.  I  have  an  estimate  from 
the  Public  Printer  and  I  am  informed 
the  cost  will  be  $138.80.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  that  fact,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  extension  may  be  made. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  on  tomorrow 
after  the  legislative  business  has  been 
completed  and  any  other  special  orders 
I  may  address  the  House  for  15  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania? 

FAIR  EMPLOYMENT  PRACTICES 
COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Gibson]  is  recognized  for 
20  minutes. 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  Speaker.  On  April 
14,  1944,  I  brought  to  this  House  what  I 
considered  pertinent  facts  with  regard  to 
the  organization  and  operation  of  what 
is  known  as  the  Fair  Employment  Prac¬ 
tice  Committee,  which  has  until  now 
existed  and  operated  under  an  Executive 
order  of  the  President. 

In  that  report  I  showed  to  this  body 
that  this  organization  in  the  central 
office  here  in  Washington  and  through¬ 
out  tlie  Nation  maintained  106  paid  em¬ 
ployees,  61  of  whom  were  Negroes,  and 
45  whites.  I  showed  further  that  the 
existence  of  this  committee  cost  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  the  Nation  $317,160  per  year; 
that  the  white  employees  drew  $143,000 
and  the  Negroes  $173,000  per  annum. 

Realizing  that  the  populace  of  this 
democracy  has  no  means  of  obtaining 
the  truth  with  regard  to  this  committee, 
I  feel  it  my  duty  to  from  time  to  time 
keep  the  people  advised.  I  further  feel 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  every  Member  of 
this  House  to  have  the  facts  actually  ex¬ 
isting  with  this  committee  when  it  has 
no  standing  other  than  a  temporary  or¬ 
ganization  set  up  by  Executive  order. 

When  the  operation  of  this  committee 
with  its  shameful,  disgraceful,  and  un¬ 


democratic  set-up  is  considered,  when  it 
is  existing  only  a£  a  temporary  organiza¬ 
tion,  it  is  impossible  to  conceive  of  the 
abuses  that  the  people  may  expect  from 
it  when  it  once  gets  itself  permanently 
established  in  this  democracy. 

To  begin  with,  this  committee  or  any 
such  organization  has  no  right  of  ex¬ 
istence  in  a  democracy  where  people  are 
presumed  to  have  some  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges  over  themselves  and  th'  lr  own  busi¬ 
ness,  but  looking  behind  the  curtain,  let 
us  see  whether  its  status  has  been  im¬ 
proved  since  my  report  of  April  1944,  or 
whether  the  misuse  of  power  has  been 
expanded  and  the  privileges  granted  this 
organization  more  grossly  abused. 

I  have  recently  obtain  from  the  chair¬ 
man’s  office  a  statement  of  the  names, 
positions,  salaries,  and  color  of  all  em¬ 
ployees  connected  with  this  committee 
throughout  its  entirety.  It  is  at  this 
time  composed  of  43  whites,  65  Negroes, 
and  2  Japs. 

In  other  words,  around  63  percent  of 
its  personnel  is  Negro,  and  nearly  2  per¬ 
cent  Japanese.  There  being  only  43 
whites,  I  will  give  the  names  of  them,  as 
follows: 

Malcolm  Ross,  Emanuel  Blotch,  Evelyn 
Cooper,  Myra  Bunting,  Will  Maslow, 
Hayes  W.  Beall,  Inez  Mercer,  Celio  Hoff¬ 
man,  Daniel  R.  Donovan,  Olcott  R.  Ab¬ 
bott,  Harold  James,  Witherspoon  Dodge, 
George  D.  McKay,  Sally  Chubb,  Don  W. 
Ellinger,  Evelyn  Ronning,  Harry  L.  King- 
man,  Edward  Ruthledge,  Bernard  Ross, 
Virginia  Seymour,  Jewell  Mazen,  Bruce 
A.  Hunt,  Max  Berking,  Coral  Coan,  Simon 
Stickgold,  Tillie  Asepha,  Sonia  Schwartz, 
Mildred  Greenbelt,  Samuel  Risk,  Karyl 
Klinger,  Alice  Kahn,  Edna  Wasem,  Joy 
Schultz,  Penny  Zeidman,  Roy  A.  Hog- 
lund,  Eugene  Ormsbee,  Helen  G.  Schlien, 
Morris  Levine,  Carlos  Castenada,  Will- 
etta  Gutleben,  Ignacio  Lopez,  Vera  G. 
Vetter,  Marie  Lerma. 

I  want  the  people  of  the  United  States 
to  bear  in  mind  that  this  committee 
is  vested  with  powers  to  destroy  this 
democracy.  I  recited  the  powers  granted 
this  committee  in  my  other  report  to 
the  Congress,  but  I  desire  to  quote  said 
powers  as  follows:  0 

First.  All  agencies  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  shall  include  in  all 
contracts  a  provision  obligating  the  con¬ 
tractor  not  to  discriminate  against  any 
employee  or  applicant  for  employment 
because  of  race,  creed,  color,  or  national 
origin. 

Second.  All  Federal  agencies  concerned 
with  vocational  and  training  programs 
for  war  production  shall  take  all  meas¬ 
ures  appropriate  to  assure  that  such  pro¬ 
grams  are  administered  without  dis¬ 
crimination. 

Third.  The  committee  shall  formulate 
policies  to  achieve  the  purposes  of  this 
order  and  shall  make  recommendations 
to  the  various  Federal  departments  and 
agencies.  It  shall  also  recommend  to 
the  Chairman  of  the  War  Manpower 
Commission  appropriate  measures  for 
bringing  about  the  full  utilization  and 
training  of  manpower  in  and  for  war 
production  without  discrimination. 

Fourth.  The  committee  shall  receive 
and  investigate  complaints  of  discrimina¬ 
tion.  It  may  conduct  hearings,  make 
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findings  of  facts,  and  take  appropriate 
st'feps  to  obtain  elimination  of  such  dis¬ 
crimination. 

Fifth.  The  committee  shall  assume 
jurisdiction  over  all  complaints  and  mat¬ 
ters  pending  before  the  old  committee. 

Sixth.  The  committee  shall  have  the 
power  to  promulgate  such  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  as  may  be  appropriate  or  nec¬ 
essary  to  acrry  out  the  provisions  of  the 
order. 

I  feel  in  my  heart  such  a  spirit  of  in¬ 
dignation  to  any  such  condition  being 
permitted  to  exist  in  this  democracy  un¬ 
til  I  am  not  in  position  to  command 
words  sufficient  to  express  my  contempt 
for  this  organization  and  the  spirit  that 
prompts  its  sponsorship. 

There  is  quite  a  block  of  the  member¬ 
ship  of  this  House  today  sponsoring,  and 
sponsoring  with  all  their  force,  legislation 
to  give  this  committee  permanent  status. 
They  realize  that  if  such  legislation  be¬ 
comes  law  that  this  committee  will  haye 
power  to  make  them  work  in  their  offices 
a  Negro,  Japanese,  or  anyone  else  of 
their  choice.  Now  let  me  get  this  straight 
in  the  beginning:  this  is  not  a  Negro 
row — he  is  not  to  blame  for  this  condi¬ 
tion.  He  is  being  used  as  a  tool,  if  you 
please,  a  means  to  an  end,  which  end  will 
bring  to  him  nothing  but  suffering.  If 
the  Negroes  in  this  country  were  let  alone 
they  would  cause  no  one  any  trouble.  It 
is  the  meddlers  who  are  not  interested  in 
the  Negro  nor  his  well-being,  but  who  are 
cheap  enough  to  use  him  and  his  status 
as  a  means  to  destroy  the  liberties  and 
freedom  that  have  been  the  fruit  of  this 
democracy.  If  you  Members  of  Congress 
are  sincere  in  your  efforts  to  establish 
this  committee  as  a  permanent  branch  of 
the  Government,  why  don’t  you  practice 
what  you  preach?  I  would  like  to  say  to 
the  Negro  people,  if  you  want  to  test  the 
sincerity  of  the  membership  who  are 
sponsoring  this  legislation,  call  at  the  of¬ 
fice  of  each  one  of  them  and  see  how 
many  Negro  secretaries  they  have.  This 
one  fact  should  convince  you  that  they 
are  not  sincere  and  not  willing  to  do 
voluntarily  what  they  seek  to  force  others 
to  do  by  laws  passed  at  their  hands. 

It  is  beyond  me  to  understand  why 
there  is  so  much  effort  being  put  out  to 
tear  down  and  destroy  all  the  funda¬ 
mentals  of  the  democracy  our  fighting 
forces  are  dying  to  preserve  while  they 
are  absent  on  the  many  battle  fields  of 
the  world  today,  and  are  precluded  from 
even  expressing  themselves  on  these  rad¬ 
ical  changes  and  this  great  progress  of 
regimentation  of  man  and  property. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  membership  of 
this  House,  in  no  uncertain  terms,  that 
you  will  have  to  answer  to  those  boys  who, 
while  prisoners  of  Japan,  were  mutilated, 
burned,  and  abused,  and  forced  to  eat 
rats,  cats,  and  stray  dogs,  while  you  have 
lived  normal,  full  lives,  for  voting  to  put 
in  charge  of  their  homes,  their  families, 
and  their  businesses,  Japanese,  while  they 
have  had  no  right  to  express  themselves. 
When  you  go  to  cast  your  ballot  for  this 
legislation,  I  want  you  to  know  that  you 
will  not  be  able  to  say  in  your  next  cam¬ 
paign^  that  you  did  not  know  that  you 
were  voting  to  establish  a  dictatorial 
agency  to  control  the  destiny  of  the  lives 
of  the  families  of  those  who  suffered  at 


Bataan  and  Corregidor,  who  had  in  its 
employ  at  the  time  one  Doris  K.  Sese,  a 
Japanese,  and  one  Otome  Saito,  a  Jap¬ 
anese.  You  will  not  be  able  to  say  that 
you  did  not  know  that  the  office  of  the 
chairman  of  this  committee  was  staffed 
by  five  whites  and  five  Negroes;  that  the 
Field  Operations  was  staffed  by  three 
whites  and  five  negroes  and  one  Japa¬ 
nese;  that  the  office  of  Review  and  Analy¬ 
sis  was  staffed  by  two  whites  and  six 
Negroes;  that  the  Legal  Division  was 
staffed  by  one  white  by  the  name  of 
Simon  Stickgold,  and  two  Negroes;  that 
the  Information  Division  was  staffed  by 
two  Negroes  only;  that  the  Office  of 
Budget  and  Administration  was  staffed 
by  eleven  Negroes  only;  and  the  office  of 
Mail  and  Files  was  staffed  by  six  Negroes 
only.  I  say  you  will  not  be  able  to  tell 
them  that  you  did  not  know  this  because 
I  am  now  telling  you,  and  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  will  disclose  these  facts  to 
you.  I  have  been  told  that  those  who 
would  not  hear  must  feel,  and  those  of 
you  who  cannot  wait  to  set  up  this  in¬ 
fernal  machine  of  destruction  until  the 
boys  do  return  and  are  given  the  privilege 
of  at  least  expressing  themselves,  I  hope 
will  at  least  be  able  to  feel. 

I  want  to  further  remind  you  that  the 
taxpayers  are  spending  annually  $351,- 
380  base  pay  to  maintain  this  stigma  on 
the  decency  of  America.  I  have  no  defi¬ 
nite  figures  further  than  the  base  pay,  but 
when  the  increased  percentage  employees 
draw  and  overtime  is  figured,  I  have  every 
reason  to  know  that  the  amount  drawn 
from  the  tax  funds  of  the  Nation  will  run 
more  than  $400,000  per  year. 

I  hold  no  prejudice,  ill  will,  or  malice 
against  any  individual  on  account  of 
race,  creed,  or  color.  I  measure  people 
by  their  own  conduct,  but  let  me  say  to 
you  that  in,  my  opinion  if  there  is  any 
such  thing  as  a  decent  Japanese  the  per¬ 
centage  would  be  less  than  one-hun¬ 
dredth  part  of  one  percent.  For  the  sake 
of  argument,  let  us  presume  that  there 
are  some  individual  Japanese  who  could 
be  considered  loyal  to  this  Government, 
and  who  could  be  considered  trustworthy, 
then  could  it  not  be  said  that  that  in¬ 
dividual  who  is  privileged  to  live  under 
our  flag  could  safely  trust  native-born 
white  Americans  for  a  square  deal.  If 
you  people  think  that  the  native-born 
Americans  have  deteriorated  to  such  a 
low  degree  of  responsibility,  of  decency, 
and  of  national  honor  that  you  have  got 
to  set  up  a  board  with  no  one  but  Negroes 
in  charge  of  its  administration  and  a 
bunch  of  Japanese  to  go  out  and  control 
the  business  of  this  Nation,  then  you 
(should  be  ashamed  of  your  citizenship. 
J  I  wonder  if  you  people  really  know 
just  what  your  works  are  going  to  pro¬ 
duce.  I  wonder  if  you  have  forgotten 
that,  “by  their  works  ye  shall  know 
them.”  I  wonder  if  you  think  that  the 
American  people,  the  people  who  built 
this  great  commonwealth,  are  going  to 
submit  to  a  bunch  of  Negroes  and  Japs 
going  about  over  the  country  telling  them 
who  they  shall  employ  and  how  they 
shall  run  their  businesses.  I  can  tell 
you,  you  are  fixing  to  produce  a  condi¬ 
tion  in  this  country  that  will  cause  your 
own  children  to  look  back  on  your  record 
with  scorn  and  disdain.  Do  you  realize 


that  you  are  sowing  the  seeds  of  revolu¬ 
tion?  Do  you  realize  that  you  are  med¬ 
dling  where  you  have  no  business;  that 
you  are  nourishing  national  disorder  and 
trouble  that  can  only  serve  to  destroy  a 
land  of  freedom,  liberty,  and  justice? 

I  hope  that  through  the  press  and 
otherwise  the  inside  story  of  this  organ¬ 
ization  can  go  to  the  entire  citizenry  of 
this  Nation,  and  irrespective  of  persons, 
I  hope  those  who  so  far  forget  the  spirit 
of  those  who  perished  at  Corregidor  and 
Bataan  and  those  who  lived  through  the 
horrors  to  return  will  not  be  forgotten  by 
the  voters  who  love  America  and  Amer¬ 
ican  institutions. 

I  was  criticized  by  some  few  indi¬ 
viduals  for  bringing  those  facts  to  the 
people  last  April,  and  may  again  be 
criticized  for  exposing  these  facts.  But 
let  me  say  that  I  have  them  over  the 
signature  of  the  office  of  the  Chairman 
if  anyone  wants  to  question  the  veracity 
of  the  statements  of  fact  contained 
herein.  I  want  to  advise  the  House  and 
this  Nation  that  irrespective  of  any  criti¬ 
cism  I  shall  continue  to  keep  the  people 
advised  on  the  work  of  this  un-American 
set-up. 

Let  me  say  again  that  you  may  accuse 
me  of  striking  at  the  Negro  people,  but 
I  want  to  tell  you  that  the  Negroes 
through  my  district  and  in  my  home 
town  are  my  friends  and  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  they  would  want  such  organi¬ 
zation  to  exist  in  this  country.  I  know 
that  they  would  not  want  to  be  dictated 
to  by  a  Jap,  and  if  this  committee  ever 
obtains  permanent  status  you  have  no 
assurance  that  it  will  not  be  dominated 
by  Japs  and  every  other  un-American 
force  that  can  be  obtained.  Let  me  tell 
you,  and  I  speak  with  all  the  truth  with¬ 
in  my  being,  if  an  attempt  was  made 
here  to  set  up  a  committee  composed 
wholly  of  white  native-born  Americans 
to  go  out  and  meddle  and  dictate  and 
interfere  with  the  business  of  the  Negro 
people  of  this  Nation  only,  then  I  would 
stand  on  this  floor  and  fight  such  a 
move  as  un-American  and  not  worthy 
to  be  perpetuated  under  the  American 
flag. 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted,  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  Chapman,*  for  2  days,  on  ac¬ 
count  of  illness. 

To  Mr.  Patrick,  for  3  days,  on  account 
of  important  business. 

To  Mr.  Hobbs  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Sparkman),  for  1  week,  on  account  of 
official  business. 

To  Mr.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Mr.  Thomason)  ,  for  the  balance 
of  this  week,  on  account  of  serious  ill¬ 
ness  in  his  family. 

To  Mr.  Izac,  Mr.  Madden,  Mr.  Mott, 
Mr.  Bates  of  Massachusetts,  Mr.  Ander¬ 
son  of  California,  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine, 
and  Mr.  Farrington  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Vinson)  ,  for  2  weeks,  on  account  of 
official  business  to  investigate  the  hous¬ 
ing  situation  as  it  pertains  to  the  Navy 
in  the  Hawaiian  area. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  GIBSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to;  according¬ 
ly  (at  6  o’clock  and  3  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday,  March 
13,  1945,  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce 

(Tuesday,  March  13,  1945) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Brand 
Names  and  Newsprint  Subcommittee  of 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.  Tuesday, 
March  13, 1945,  to  resume  public  hearings 
on  newsprint. 

(Tuesday,  March  13,  1945) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.  Tuesday,  March 
13,  1945,  to  resume  hearings  on  H.  R.  1362, 
railroad  retirement  bill. 

Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization 

(Tuesday,  March  13,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  will  hold  a  hearing  on 
Tuesday,  March  13,  1945,  at  10  o’clock 
a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  173. 

(Wednesday,  March  14,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  will  hold  a  hearing  on 
Wednesday,  March  14,  1945,  at  10  o’clock 
a.  m.,  on  H.  R.  1624  and  H.  R.  1746. 

Committee  &n  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads 

(Thursday,  March  15,  1945) 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads 
on  Thursday,  March  15,  1945,  at  10  a.  m., 
to  continue  hearings  on  parcel-post 
rates. 

Committee  on  World  War  Veterans’ 
Legislation 

(Thursday,  March  15,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  World  War  Vet¬ 
erans’  Legislation  will  meet  in  executive 
session  at  10:30  a.  m.,  on  Thursday, 
March  15,  1945,  in  the  committee  room, 
356  House  Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 

(Tuesday,  March  20,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 
will  hold  hearings  on  Tuesday,  March  20, 
at  10:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  in  room  247,  House 
Office  Building,  on  H.  R.  128,  a  bill  to 
extend  the  period  of  the  Philippine  In¬ 
surrection  so  as  to  include  active  service 
with  the  United  States  military  or  naval 
forces  engaged  in  hostilities  in  the  Moro 
Province,  including  Mindanao,  or  in  the 
islands  of  Samar  and  Leyte,  between 
July  5,  1902,  and  December  31,  1913. 

(Wednesday,  March  21,  1945) 

The  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions 
will  continue  hearings  on  Wednesday, 
March  21,  at  10:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  in  the 
committee  room,  247  House  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  oh  H.  R.  128,  a  bill  to  extend  the 
period  of  the  Philippine  Insurrection  for 
pensionable  purposes  for  service  ren¬ 
dered  between  July  5,  1902,  and  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1913. 

T 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

285.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  legis¬ 
lation  passed  by  the  Municipal  Council  .of 
St.  Thomas  and  St.  John,  reported  by  the 
Governor  of  the  Virgin  Islands  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Interior;  to  the  Committee  on 
Insular  Affairs. 

286.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator  of 
War  Food  Administration,  transmitting  a  re¬ 
port  with  respect  to  the  progress  of  the 
liquidation  of  Federal  rural  rehabilitation 
projects;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

287.  A  letter  from  the  Administrative  Of¬ 
ficer  of  the  White  House,  transmitting  the 
estimated  personnel  requirements  for  the 
White  House  Office  for  the  quarter  ending 
June  30,  1945;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil 
Service. 

288.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission,  transmit¬ 
ting  an  estimate  of  personnel  requirements 
of  the  United  States  Tariff  Commission  for 
the  quarter  ending  June  30,  1945;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

289.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  War 
Production  Board,  transmitting  a  copy  of 
the  personnel  requirements  of  the  War  Pro¬ 
duction  Board  for  the  fourth  quarter  of  the 
fiscal  year  1945;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Civil  Service. 

290.  A  letter  from  the  Executive  Director  of 

the  Office  of  the  Coordinator  of  Inter-Amer¬ 
ican  Affairs,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  number  of  employees  required 
for  this  Office  during  the  period  ending  June 
30,  1945,  as  submitted  to  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil 
Service.  \ 

291.  A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General,. 
>.  transmitting  estimates  of  personnel  require-] 

jnents  for  the  Post  Office  Department,  for  the 
(Quarter  ending  June  30,  1945;  to  the 
mittee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

382.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1946  in  the  amount  of  $59,169,040 
for  the' Federal  Security  Agency,  in  the  form 
of  amendments  to  the  Budget  for  said  fiscal 
year  (H.  Doc.  No.  Ill);  to  the  Committee  on 
Appropriation  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

293.  A  communication  from  the  President 

of  the  United  States,  transmitting  supple¬ 
mental  estimates  of  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  1946,  in  the  amount  of  $20,550, 
for  the  legislative  branch,  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  (H.  Doc.  No.  112);  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered  to  be 
printed.  \ 

294.  A  letter  from  the  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Office  of  Scientific  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  personnel  requirements  for  the  Office 
of  Scientific  Research  aAd  Development  dur¬ 
ing  the  quarter  ending  June  30,  1945;  to  the 
Commmittee  on  the  Civif»Service. 

295.  A  letter  from  the  Alien  Property  Cus¬ 
todian,  transmitting  a  copy'pf  the  quarterly 
estimate  of  personnel  requirements  for  the 
period  ending  June  30,  1945;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Civil  Service.  \ 

296.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  "Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  16  of  the  organic  act  of  the  yirgin  Is¬ 
lands  of  the  United  States  approved'  June  22, 
1936,  a  copy  of  various  legislation  passed  by 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands;  to  the  Committee  on  Insular  Affairs. 

297.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  transmitting  estimates  of  require¬ 
ments  of  personnel  subject  to  Public  Law  49 
for  the  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Coast  Guard 
(departmental  and  field)  for  the  fourth  quar¬ 


ter,  fiscal  year  1945,  together  with  a  request- 
that  a  new  ceiling  be  established  for  the 
Navy  Department  in  each  classification  for 
the  fourth  quarter,  fiscal  year  1945;  tor  the 
Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

298.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  the  bulget 
for  the  fiscal  year  1946  for  development  of 
landing  areas  for  national  defense,  Office  of 
Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  in  the  fqfm  of  a  draft  of 
a  proposed  provision  extending  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  existing  appropriation  under 
that  head  to  June  30,  1946  (H.  Doc.  No.  113) ; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed., 

299.  A  letter  fron/the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Works  Agency,  transmitting  the  in¬ 
formation  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  de¬ 
termination  of  the  number  of  employees 
necessary  for  the  proper  and  efficient  exer¬ 
cise  of  the  functions  of  the  Federal  Works 
Agency  for  the  quarter  ending  June  30, 
1945;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 

300.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Labor  Relations  Board,  transmitting 
the  quarterly  estimate  of  personnel  require¬ 
ments  of  the  National  Labor  Relations  Board 
for  the  fourth  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year 
1945;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Civil  Service. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  178.  Resolution 
for  the  consideration  of  H.  R.  2013,  a  bill 
to  extend  for  1  year  the  provisions  of  an 
act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United 
States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended; 
Without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  308).  Re- 

to  the  House'  Calendar.  _ 

Mr.  BLOOM:  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs.  House  Joint  Resolution  115.  Joint 
^solution  relative  to  determination  and  pay¬ 
ment  of  certain  claims  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Mexico;  without  amendment  (Rent. 
No.  $09).  Referred  to  the  Committee  pi  the 
Whole,  House  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
— 

CHANGE  OF  REFERENCE 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXII.  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Claims  was  discharged  from 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  <H.  R.  2531) 
for  the  relief  of  Norman  Q.  Albrethsen, 
and  the  sam&was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Public  Lands. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND,  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  W  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions^vere  introduced  and 
severally  referred  As  follows: 

By  Mr.  BECKWOr 
H.  R.  2580.  A  bill  to  giveVredit  to  veterans, 
for  purposes  of  title  II  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act,  for  pertain  service  in  the  armed 
forces;  to  the  Committee  on  W^.-ys  and  Means. 

By  Mr  /BLAND: 

H.R.  2581,  A  bill  to  amend  \he  act  en¬ 
titled  “An  act  to  provide  for  the\|ssuance  of 
devices  iry recognition  of  the  services  of  mer¬ 
chant  safilors,”  approved  May  10,  U943  (57 
Stat.  8,1),  and  for  other  purposes;\to  the 
Committee  on  the  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  \ 

•  By  Mr.  BUNKER:  \ 

H.  R.  2582.  A  bill  to  provide  for  disre¬ 
garding  small  amounts  of  compensation  for 
oasual  labor  in  determining  need  for  the  old- 
age  assistance  provided  for  pursuant  to  title 
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CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  2013 


March  12,  1945.— Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  178] 


The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
resolution  178,  reports  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommen¬ 
dation  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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H.  RES.  178 

[Report  No.  308] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  12, 1945 

Mr.  Bates  of  Kentucky,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adoption  of  this 

2  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve 

3  itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 

4  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to 

5  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 

6  defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 

7  as  amended,  and  all  points  of  order  against  said  bill  are 

8  hereby  waived.  That  after  general  debate,  wdiich  shall 

9  be  confined  to  the  hill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  four  hours, 
19  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and  the 

11  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 

12  Affairs,  the  hill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  five- 


2 


1  minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the 

2  bill  for  amendment,  the  committee  shall  rise  and  report  the 

3  hill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been 

4  adopted  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 

5  ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  pas- 

6  sage  without  intervening  motion,  except  one  motion  to 

7  recommit. 
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12.  REPORTS.-  Expenditures'  in  the  Executive  Departments  Committee- reported  With¬ 

out  •  erne  ndme_nt_  H.R. -250^,  to-  discbrltiiiue  certain  reports  (includes  AAA,'F.S. 

~~  Snd  conaiLion-of-work  reports)  now  required  by  law  (H*Rept.  3H)  (p*  220(577 

13.  LEND-LEASE.  Passed,  35^-28,  with  amendment  H.R.  -  to  extend  the  Lend- Lers. 

Act  until  June  30,  I9U6  (pp.  2153»  215^»  2157*'  2156-88,  2190)*  Agreea  to  a 
Committee-approved  amendment  to  limit  the  President's  authority  to  ente?  into 

post-war  lend-lease  agreements  (pp*  2182-6).  -Rejected  Rep.  Rich's,  Pa., 
amendment  to  provide  for.  congressional  approval  ■  relating-  to  the  termination 
of  lend-lease  contracts  with  foreign  governments  (pp*  2186-7) •’ 

-  During  the  debate  on  this  hill  Rep*  O'Hara,  Minn. ,  Criticized  lend-lease 

shipments  of  farm  machinery  (pp*  216 3-^) .  Rep*  Flood,  Pa. , inserted  rn  FEA 
letter  and  statement  on  the  use  of  farm  machinery  in-  lend-lease  •  (  op;  2170-1). .7 

.  .  Rep.  White,  Idaho,  criticized  the  "give-away  principle"  involved  in  lend-lease 

(p*  2190)* _ ■  •  ■  '  •  •  j 

LATIN  AMERICA.  Rep.  McCormack,  Mass.,  commended  the  Chapultepec  Inter-Amerjcar 
.Pact  (pp.  215^-5).  - 

PHYSICALLY  HANDICAPPED.  Rules  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H,  Res.  U5, 

_ providing  for  a  Labor . Committee  investigation  of  Federal  ..aid  for  the' physic¬ 
ally  handicapped  (H.  Rept.  327)  (pp.  2188,  2201)*. 

■  *  r  r 

16.  PUBLIC  LANDS*-  Rule-s  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H,  Res.  96,  provid¬ 

ing  for  a  Public  Lands  Committee  study  of  public-lands  administration  (H.-Rept* 

.  329)  (PP.  218^2201).  '  ....  -.;X:  ... 

\  ,  - ,  *  •  •  - 

17.  DAIRY  INDUSTRY.  Received  a  Mass.  Legislature  .res-olut.ion  urging  relief  -for 

Mass*  dairy-product  K^roducers  (p.  2202).,  .  ..  •  .  • 

•  .  k  - . . 

*  *  “  U& 

18.  TAXATION.  Rep.  Anderson\N.  Hex.,  criticized.  the  -proposed-  constitutional- • 

amendment  that  would  limim^Federal  taxing  power  to  a.  maximum  re tre  of  25??  • 

(pp.  2193-0).  .  \  .  '  .  .  .  ■ 

/  ..  .  ....  .  :  ;  -  ,  ; 

19.  PETROLEUM.  Rules  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  Res.  155»  continuing 
.  the  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commer&f  Committee  investigation  -of  the  petroleum 

situation  (H.  Rept.  33 1 )  (pp.  2188,  ‘•2201).  .  "  ’ 

yf  /’  '■  . 

20.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  (-Mar.  12)  frorrKthe  President  suoplemental  aooropria- 
tion  estimates  for  Office*'  of  Education,  for,  education  and  training  of  defense 
workers-,  $W+,460,H00  §,ifd  for  Latin-American^ultural  and  educational,  activities 

$163,000;  and  for  Of-Yice  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation,  $8,757>400  ( H'-.-Doc. HI ) . 
To  Appropriations/Comihlttee.  7 >  . 

21.  RECLAMATION.  ,  'Received  a  Wyo-.  I  Legislature  .  \  memorial  favoring  re¬ 

moval  of  excess-land  provisions  from  the  Re cla mat  ion  Act  (o.  2202)*  . 

•;  . 

22.  IRRIGATION.  Received  a  Wyo-,  Legislature  memorial  urging  Continuation  •  of  .  all 

Pe^Kral  irrigation  projects  (p.  2202)*  %, 

FORESTRY;  ‘RESEARCH.  Received  a  S.  C.  Legislature’  memorial  urging,  the  provision 
of  funds  for  forest  research,  in.  S*C.  (p.  2202). 


23.  .. 


3  - 


essary  activities,  "heae.ar.e  times  when;  it  is'  absolutely 'necessary  to  draw- a 
definite  .line  df  demarcation  -between  desirable  and  necessary  .projects.  Ex¬ 
penditures  must  be  reduced  to  the  absolute  minimum. " 

Statutory  authorities.  ? Another .matter  of .  agency  and  departmental  admi*istra- 
^Top^tha\'has  interested-  the  committee  is  the  apparently  gradual  but  steady 
derietiornfrom'  the  ba  sic '  provisions  of  statutory- authority . under  which  activ- 

/tieS'were  originally  created.  This  would  seem  to  be  a  natural  conseouence  of 
the  increased  work' lsad- created- by  additional  law  and  by  the  general  needs  of 
the  Nation,  especially  during  this,  war  period,,  and  is  not.,  of  course,  inten¬ 
tional.  It  is' suggested  that  department  heads  cause  to- be  instituted  studies 

relating  to  specific,  statutory  authorities  covering  the  various  functions  per- 
'  formed  by  the  bureaus  and-  divisions'  within  their  respective  departments  and 

subseauently  to  clear  the • findings  and  determinations  not  only  between  such 
bureaus  and  divisions  but  also  with  other  departments  and  agencies  which  may 
have  some  connection  with  those  particular  activities . " 

Sale  of  statistical  information.  "There  was  also  brought  to  the  attention  of 

the  committee  during  the -hearings  on  the  accompanying  bill  the ‘tendency  to  sup¬ 
ply  statistical  information  to  all  reouesting  it,  regardless  of  the  existence 

of  opportunity  to  sell  such,  information,;  ■  Interrogation  of  witnesses  from  Bur¬ 
eaus  whose  functions  include,  the,,  compilation  snd  dissemination  of  statistical  ■ 
information  suggested  that,  only  information  specifically  requested  is  being 
sold  in  accordance  with  statute.  Reference  to -title.  15,  United  States  Cod.e, 

I89  ( a )’,.  however’,  also  includes  tjhe -following  provision,,  relating  to  the  De¬ 
partment'  of  Commerce:  'To  prepare  from  its  records  such  statistical  compile-  . 

tions;  and  to  furnish  transcripts  of/its  studies,  tables,  and  other  records, 
upon  the  payment  of  the  actual  ccst\f  such  work  by  the  person, :  firm,  or  corp¬ 
oration  reouesting  it.'  Accordingly,  - the  committee  recommends  that  t.he  stat¬ 
istical  gathering  agencies  in  t.his,  bil\  r,e-e value te  the  type  'of  information- 

that,  has  been  disseminated  free  of  charge  with  the  view  of  charging  th'e  cost 
incidental'  thereto  to  the  parties  receiving  the  benefit,  rather  than, allocating 

it  to  the  general  cost  of  'operating  that'  agency. .  '  • 

Duplication  of  activities.  "The  committee  is\  convinced  that  a  certain  amount  of 
duplication  exists  between  departmental,  bureau,  and  division  levels  in  activ¬ 
ities  covering  personnel,  accounting,  audit ing\ procurement ,  and  leave-record 

keeping.  There  seems  t.6  be  a.  great  discrepancy  '^etween  these  organizational  ' 
units  as  to  the  extent,  each  should  engage  in  euch\work, ,  with  resulting  dupli¬ 
cation  and  waste  of  urgently  needed  manpower.  The\committee  suggests  that  the 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  institute  studies  of  these • activities  with  the  view  of 
standardizing  the  type  and  extent --of.  work  that  shouldt.be  performed  by  each  or¬ 
ganizational  unit.  .  This  would  not  only  make  for  greater  efficiency  but  would 

also  enable  the  .'Commit  tee  to  compare  the  .cost  of  these  Services  as  between  the 
various  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government,.  If,  for  -instance,  agency 

A  employs  3*900  employees  and  agency  B  employs  6., 000  employees. ,  the  committee 
would  be  able  to  compare  the  cost  of  the  central  personnel  £nd  accounting  ac¬ 
tivities  for  these  agencies.  Such  a  standardization  wo.uld  also  reduce  to  a  * 
considerable  extent  job  studies  and  reclassifications  by  the  Civil  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  especially  when  an  employee  is  transferred  from  one  bureau  or. depart¬ 
ment  to'  another.”  ....  -\ 


10.  MANPOWER.  Rep,  Hook,  Mich.,  ’objected,  to  sending  the  manpower-  bill,  H,R.  1752» 

to  conference  (pp,  2155-6).  The  .Rules  .Committee  reported  a  resolution  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  consideration  of  the  question  as  to  whether  the  bill  will  be  sent  to 
conference  or  whether  the  Senate  version  will  be  voted  on  (p.  2201). 

11.  PRICE  CONTROL;  MEAT  INDUSTRY,  Rep.  Morrison,  Las.,  criticized  OPA*  s  "chaotic 

regulations"  for  the  "critical"  meat  situation  in  La.  (p.  2190). 


House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  11  o’clock  a.  m.  / 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera 
Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer:  ■ 

Thou  who  are  the  author  of  all  godli¬ 
ness,  who  givest  light  to  blindness  ahd 
rest  to  the  seeking  heart,  grant  that  we 
may  be  eager  to  do  errands  of  mepcy, 
patient  to  wait  for  Thy  will;  strong  to 
resist  evil  and  cleave  to  that  which  is 
good.  Thou  knowest  that  we  are  un¬ 
worthy;  linger  with  us  in  Thy  helpful¬ 
ness  and  bid  faith  lead  us  upward  to  a 
fresh  consecration  of  our  duties.  / 

In  our  prayer  we  bear  to  Thee  the 
homes  of  our  country..  Restore  the 
broken  firesides  which  have  been  wrecked 
and  ruined  by  indifference,  negligence, 
and  infidelity.  We  pray  that  the  gentle 
spirit  of  the  Christ  may  restrain  temper 
and  make  the  home  like  the  heaven  of 
which  it  is  the  promise  and  the  fore¬ 
taste.  O  God,  so  make  of  them  citadels 
of  unity  and  happiness  that  children 
will  ever  love  todarry  there.  Grant  that 
parents  may  not  be  conformed  to  world¬ 
liness,  but  have  minds  and  hearts  which 
aspire  to  every  good  and  perfect  thing. 
Help  us  all  to  be  as  grateful  as  we  are 
dependent,  remembering  that  a  gracious 
spirit  is  the  aroma  of  a  happy  and  a 
contented  home.  Through  Jesus  Christ 
our  Lord.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  SENATE 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  by  Mr. 
Frazier,  its  legislative  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  had  passed,  with  amend¬ 
ments  in  which  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  is  requested,  a  bill  of  the  House 
of  the  following  title: 

H.  R.  2126.  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  fiscal  yeaf  ending  June  30,  1946,  for 
civil  functions  administered';,  by  the  War 
Department,  and  for  other  purposes. 

CONFERENCES  OF  MINISTERS 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my  re¬ 
marks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  we 
opened  the  session  of  the  House  this 
morning  there  were  14  Members  here  at 
the  prayer  service.  I  do  not  think  that 
speaks  well  for  the  Congress. 

I  have  a  letter  this  morning  from  the 
ministers  in  Pennsylvania  complaining 
about  the  Office  of  Defense  Transporta¬ 
tion  prohibiting  them  from  having  their 
regular  church  group  meetings  where 
they  have  to  use  transportation.  And 
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preachers  do  not  travel  on  trains  unless 
it  is  necessary.  I  have  an  idea  that  when 
thiscountry  prohibits  the  ministers  from 
haviiag  their  regular  conferences  there 
Is  a  sinister  motive  behind  the  whole 
thing.]'  I  do  not  believe  it'  is  the  idea  of 
transportation  alone  that  is  involved.  I 
am  afraid  that  something  will  happen  so 
that  wq  will  close  the  churches  of  this 
country  unless  we  take  some  action  here 
in  the  Congress.  They  did  it  in  Germany. 
They  prohibited  the  gathering  of  church 
groups  in  Italy.  They  closed  the 
churches  in  Russia;  recently,  however, 
they  have  permitted  churches  in  Russia 
to  reopen.  I  am  afraid  this  administra¬ 
tion  will  supervise  our  churches  here  in 
America.  You  say  it  cannot  happen  here. 
Oh,  do  not  be  too  sure.  The  New  Deal 
has  a  club  over  the  radio,  the  news¬ 
papers,  the  business  of  America,  the 
farmers  of  America;  now  look  out  for  the 
churches.  I  say  to  America,  wake  up 
before  it  is  too*  late.  I  am  very  much 
concerned  myself  and  worried.  Ameri¬ 
can  liberty  soon  Will  be  gone;  the  New 
Deal  is  blaming  it;  on  the  war.  I  do  not 
believe  it  myself.  I  hope  the  O.  D.  T. 
will  lift  the  ban  on  church  travel  at 
once. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KEFAUVER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a, brief  article  from 
the  American  Political  Science  Quarterly. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise‘>and  extend  my 
remarks  and  insert  certain  lists  of  em¬ 
ployees  on  the  pay  roll  of  what  is  called 
the  F.  E.  P.  C. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix  of 
today’s  Record.] 

WAR-PLANT  INVESTIGATIONS  IN 
DETROIT  \* 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Speaker*  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks.  • 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  VURSELL  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  appear  in  the  Appendix  of 
today’s  Record .  ] 

EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  178,  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 


The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  defense 
of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11, 
1941,  as  amended,  and  all  points  of  order 
against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined 
to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  4  hours, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  the  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the 
Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 
the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may 
have  been  adopted  and  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion  shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the 
bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage 
without  intervening  motion,  except  one  mo¬ 
tion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  resolution,  if  adopted,  makes  in 
order  the  bill  H.  R.  2013,  which  does 
nothing  except  extend  lend-lease  for  1 
year.  Inasmuch  as  I  have  no  request 
whatever  for  time,  I  now  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Allen]. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  seems  to  be  no  opposition  at  this 
time  on  this  side.  I  yield  1  minute  to  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Keefe], 
who  asks  to  speak  out  of  order. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  for 
this  time  merely  to  give  notice  I  am  about 
to  file  a  resolution  calling  for  the  ap¬ 
pointment  of  a  special  investigating  com¬ 
mittee  to  investigate  the  entire  subject 
of  the  War  Food  Administration  and 
distribution,  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Defense  Supplies  Corporation, 
and  related  corporate  agencies.  I  trust 
those  who  are  interested  in  this  matter 
will  see  to  it  that  this  resolution  is  given 
immediate  consideration  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Rules  in  order  that  the  matter  may 
be  cleared  for  good  or  bad,  as  the  facts 
may  demonstrate. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Mich- 
enerL 

Mr.  MICHENER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Rules  Committee  was  advised  of  a  very 
unusual  happening  when  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  was  reported  as  unan¬ 
imous  on  their  extension  of  this  lend- 
lease  legislation.  There  will  be  4  hours 
of  debate;  then,  if  amendments  are  de¬ 
sired,  the  House  may  work  its  will. 
There  will  be  few  who  will  vote  against 
this  bill  as  agreed  upon  by  the  commit¬ 
tee.  The  lend-lease  policy  is  in  force, 
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and  I,  for  one,  shudder  at  what  might 
happen  if  lend-lease  were  to  be  termi¬ 
nated  in  the  midst  of  this  critical  war. 
Only  the  most  compelling  circumstances 
can  justify  further  lend-lease  expendi¬ 
tures.  This  vast  spending  must  cease  at 
the  earliest  possible  date. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
reserve  the  balance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Sumners-]. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SUMNERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  ex¬ 
tend  my  remarks  in  the  Appendix  of  the. 
Record  and  make  a  brief  statement  in 
regard  to  the  insurance  bill  recently 
agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Sabath]  1  minute. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  revise 
and  extend  the  remarks  I  made  yester¬ 
day. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SABATH.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  rule  and  bill  I  desire 
to  say  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  we  have  granted  4  hours  for  gen¬ 
eral  debate,  I  hope  that  all  the  time  will 
not  be  taken.  It  is  a  unanimous  report. 
There  is  no  contest  or  opposition.  Re¬ 
peating,  I  hope  that  when  the  bill  is  taken 
up  not  all  of  the  time  provided  in  the 
rule  will  be  consumed,  so  that  the  bill 
can  be  taken  up  and  considered  under 
the  5-minute  rule  and  passed  today. 
With  the  other  important  legislation,  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  we  will  be  able  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  same  and  get  it  out  of  the  way 
so  that  the  Members,  being  under  a  ter¬ 
rific  strain,  may  have  an  opportunity  to 
take  a  few  weeks’  recess  during  the  com¬ 
ing  Easter  holidays. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  yield  such  time  as  he  may  desire  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
McCormack]  . 

DECLARATION  OF  CHAPULTEPEC 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr-  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  in  the  Record  at  this  point  and 
to  include  therein  the  text  of  the  Inter- 
American  Pabt. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Declaration  of  Chapultepec  is  a  step  of 
highest  significance  in  the  vhistory  of 
inter-American  relations. 

The  immediate  effect  of  this  declara¬ 
tion  is  to  provide,  for  the  duration  61  the 
war,  a  mechanism  whereby  the  American 
republics  signatory  thereto  can  take  ef* 
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fective  action  against  any  aggression  or 
threat  of  aggression  against  one  of  the 
American  republics.  The  declaration 
provides  that,  in  the  event  any  aggres¬ 
sion  occurs,  or  even  if  good  reasons  exist 
for  believing  that  such  aggression  is  in 
preparation,  the  countries  signing  this 
declaration  will  consult  with  each  other 
in  order  to  decide  what  measures  they 
consider  It  advisable  to  take.  The  decla¬ 
ration  goes  on  to  point  out  the  various 
types  of  measures  which  might  be  con¬ 
sidered,  ranging  all  the  way  from  the 
recall  of  diplomatic  representatives  to 
the  use  of  economic  sanctions  and  of 
armed  force  if  that  is  necessary  to  repel 
an  aggressor. 

For  the  first  time,  therefore,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  republics  are  adopting  enforcement 
measures  to  insure  that  their  often- 
stated  ideal  of  peaceful  relations  may 
not  wantonly  be  violated.  On  the  just 
grounds  that  any  disruption  of  the  peace 
among  the  nations  of  this  hemisphere 
would  constitute  a  blow  to  the  war  in¬ 
terests  of  the  United  Nations,  to  which 
all  the  signatory  states  belong,  the  Dec¬ 
laration  of  Chapultepec  becomes  effective 
immediately.  For  the  future,  the  decla¬ 
ration  recommends  that  the  American 
republics  enter  into  a  treaty  which  will 
formally  establish  these  procedures  and 
continue  to  be  effective  after  the  war. 

Behind  this  history-making  declara¬ 
tion  lies  a  long  history  of  mutual  col¬ 
laboration  among  the  equal,  sovereign 
republics  of  this  hemisphere  for  protec¬ 
tion  of  their  peace  and  independence. 
As  long  ago  as  1890,  at  the  First  Inter¬ 
national  Conference  of  American  States, 
the  republics  of  this  continent  agreed  not 
to  recognize  acquisitions  of  territory 
brought  about  by  force.  This  principle 
has  been  frequently  reaffirmed  in  vari¬ 
ous  conferences  and  meetings  of  the 
inter-American  system.  At  the  Inter- 
American  Conference  for  the  Mainte¬ 
nance  of  Peace  in  1936,  the  American 
republics  inaugurated  a  system  of  con¬ 
sultation  through  which  they  might  deal 
with  problems  of  common  concern,  in¬ 
cluding  breaches  of  the  peace.  This 
consultative  procedure  was  further  de¬ 
veloped  at  Lima  in  1938.  When  war 
broke  out  in  Europe,  the  American  re¬ 
publics,  putting  this  procedure  of  con¬ 
sultation  into  effect,  held  meetings  of 
their  foreign  ministers.  At  Habana  in 
1940  they  declared  that  any  aggression 
by  a  non-American  country  against  an 
American  republic  would  be  considered 
an  aggression  against  all  of  them. 

Thus  there  has  evolved  through  many 
years  of  constructive  effort  the  principle 
of  solidarity  among  the  republics  in  pro¬ 
tection  of  their  independence.  Now  in 
the  Declaration  of  Chapultepec  this 
principle  receives  its  logical  and  cul¬ 
minating  expression  in  the  recognition 
that  any  threat  of  aggression  from  what¬ 
ever  source  against  an  American  re¬ 
public  will  be  considered  a  threat  against 
all  of  them. 

In  this  document  we  find  expression 
of  the  truth  that  the  cause  of  peace  is  of 
equal  concern  to  every  nation,  large  and 
small.  That  truth  is  implicit  in  the  back¬ 
ground  and  evolution  of  the  inter- 
American  policies  which  made  this 
declaration  possible.  That  truth  is  spe¬ 
cifically  expressed  in  the  provision  stated 


within  the  declaration  itself  that  the  ar¬ 
rangements,  activities,  and  procedures. to 
be  carried  out  under  it  shall  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  and  principles 
of  the  general  international  organization 
when  formed. 

Adoption  of  this  enlightened  interna¬ 
tional  agreement  emphasizes  the  leader¬ 
ship  which  the  American  republics  as  a 
whole  have  given  to  the  cause  of  world 
peace.  The  Declaration  of  Chapultepec 
is  built  upon  the  proposals  of  3  of 
our  good  neighbors  of  South  America, 
Brazil,  Colombia,  and  Uruguay,  and 
many  representatives  of  the  20  republics 
assembled  at  Mexico  have  helped  to 
shape  its  final  form. 

At  the  same  time,,  we  of  the  United 
States  can  justly  ta£e  pride  in  the  con¬ 
tribution  which  our  statesmen  have 
made  to  this  great  evolution  of  peace¬ 
ful  principles  through  the  development 
and  application  of  the  good-neighbor 
policy. 

The  United  States,  as  the  most  power¬ 
ful  of  the  American  republics,  has  had 
a  special  rule  and  responsibility  in  the 
development  of  the  inter-American  sys¬ 
tem.  Because  of  its  strength,  this  coun¬ 
try  has  in  the  past  been  feared  by  some 
of  its  smaller  and  less  powerful  neigh¬ 
bors.  Through  our  consistent  adher¬ 
ence  to  the  good-neighbor  policy,  how¬ 
ever,  it  has  been  possible  for  us  to  con¬ 
vince  our  friends  to  the  south  that  the 
American  people  are  devoted  to  the 
same  principles  of  peace  and  of  mutual 
respect  among  nations  as  they  are.  The 
enthusiastic  formulation  of  the  Declara¬ 
tion  of  Chapultepec,  whereby  the  United 
States,  as  one  of  the  republics  signing 
that  act,  is  given  a  necessarily  large 
share  of  responsibility  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  peace  in  this  hemisphere,  by  the 
use  of  force,  if  necessary,  demonstrates 
that  we  have  been  able  to  win  the  con¬ 
fidence  of  our  neighbors. 

The  American  people  will  welcome  the 
Declaration  of  Chapultepec  as  a  pro¬ 
found  expression  of  good  neighborly  con¬ 
fidence  and  cooperation,  and  as  a  tangi¬ 
ble  indication  of  the  determination  of 
the  peoples''  of  the  New  World  to  play 
their  part  in  building  a  lasting  peace  on 
just  principles. 

.  [From  the  Washington  Post  of  March  4,  1945] 
Text  op  Chapultepec  Inter-American  Pact — 

Document  on  Stronger  Ties  for  Nations 

of  Western  Hemisphere 

Mexico  City,  March  3. — The  text  of  the 
Act  of  Chapultepec:  Declaration  on  recip¬ 
rocal  assistance  and  American  solidarity  by 
the  governments  represented  at  the  Inter- 
American  Conference  on  War  and  Peace. 

Whereas : 

1.  The  peoples  of  the  Americas,  animated 
by  a  profound  love  of  justice,  remain  sin¬ 
cerely  devoted  to  the  principles  of  inter¬ 
national  law; 

2.  It  is  their  desire  that  such  principles, 
notwithstanding  the  present  difficult  circum¬ 
stances,  may  prevail  with  greater  force  in 
future  international  relations; 

3.  The  inter- American  conferences  have 
repeatedly  proclaimed  certain  fundamental 
principles,  but  these  must  be  reaffirmed  and 
proclaimed  at  a  time  when  the  judicial  bases 
of  the  community  of  nations  are  being  es¬ 
tablished; 

4.  The  new  situation  in  the  world  makes 
more  imperative  than  ever  the  union  and 
solidarity  of  the  American  peoples,  for  the 
defense  of  their  rights  and  the  maintenance 
of  International  peace; 
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5.  The  American 'states  have  been  incor¬ 
porating  in  their  international  law,  since 
1£90,  by  means  of  conventions,  resolutions, 
and  declarations,  the  following  principles; 

(A)  The  proscription  of  territorial  con¬ 
quest  and  the  nonrecognition  of  all  ac¬ 
quisitions  made  by  force.  (First  Interna¬ 
tional  Conference  of  American  States,  1890.) 

(B)  The  condemnation  of  intervention  by 
a  state  in  the  internal  or  external  affairs  of 
another.  •  (Seventh  International  Confer¬ 
ence  of  American  States,  1933,  and  Inter- 
American  Conference  for  the  Maintenance  of 
Peace,  1936.) 

(C)  The  recognition  that  every  war  or 
threat  of  war  -affects  directly  or  indirectly 
all  civilized  peoples,  and  endangers  the  great 
principles  of  liberty  and  justice  which  con¬ 
stitute  the  American  ideal  and  the  standard 
of  its  international  policy.  (Inter-American 
Conference  for  the  Maintenance  of  Peace, 
1936.) 

(D)  The  procedure  of  mutual  consultation 
in  order  to  find  means  of  peaceful  coopera¬ 
tion  in  the  event  of  war  or  threat  of  war 
between  American  countries.  (Inter -Amer¬ 
ican  Conference  for  the  Maintenance  of 
Peace,  1936.) 

(E)  The  recognition  that  every  act  sus¬ 
ceptible  of  disturbing  the  peace  of  America 
affects  each  and  every  one  of  them  and  justi¬ 
fies  the  initiation  of  the  procedure  of  con¬ 
sultation.  (Inter-American  Conference  for 
the  Maintenance  of  Peace,  1936.) 

(F)  That  any  difference  or  dispute  be¬ 
tween  the  American  nations,  whether  its 
nature  or  origin,  shall  be  settled  by  the 
methods  of  conciliation,  or  unrestricted  arbi¬ 
tration,  or  through  the  operation  of  interna¬ 
tional  justice.  (Inter-American  Conference 
for  the  Maintenance  of  Peace,  1936.) 

(G)  The  recognition  that  respect  for  the 
personality,  sovereignty,  and  independence 
of  each  American  state  constitutes  the 
essence  of  international  order  sustained  by 
continental  solidarity,  which  historically  has 
been  expressed  and  sustained  by  declara¬ 
tions  and  treaties  in  force.  (Ninth  Interna¬ 
tional  Conference  of  American  States,  1938.) 

(H)  The  affirmation  that  respect  for  /the 
faithful  observance  of  treaties  constitutes 
the  indispensable  rule  for  the  development 
of  peaceful  relations  between  states  and 
treaties  can  only  be  revised  by  agreement  of 
the  contracting  parties.  (Declaration  of 
American  Principles,  Eighth  International 
Conference  of  American  States,  1938.) 

(I)  That  in  case  the  peace,  security,  or 
territorial  integrity  of  any  American  republic 
is  threatened  by  acts  of  any  nature  that  may 
impair  them,  they  proclaim  their  common 
concern  and  their  determination  to  make 
effective  their  solidarity,  coordinating  their 
respective  sovereign  will  by'means  of  the  pro¬ 
cedure  of  consultation,  using  the  measures 
which  in  each  case  the-  circumstances  may 
make  advisable.  (Declaration  of  Lima, 
Eighth  International  Conference  of  American 
States,  1938.) 

(J)  That  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  a 
non-American  state  against  the  integrity  or 
inviolability  of  the  territory,  the  sovereignty, 
or  the  political  independence  of  an  American 
state  shall  be  considered  as  an  act  of  aggres¬ 
sion  against  all  the  American  states.  (Decla¬ 
ration  XV  of  the  second  meeting  of  the  Min¬ 
isters  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Habana,  1940.) 

6.  The  furtherance  of  these  principles, 
which  the  American  states  have  practiced  in 
order  to  secure  peace  and  solidarity  between 
the  nations  of  the  continents,  constitutes  an 
effective  means  of  contributing  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  system  of  world  security  and  of  facili¬ 
tating  its  establishment; 

7.  The  security  and  solidarity  of  the  conti¬ 
nent  are  affected  to  the  same  extent  by  an 
act  of  aggression  against  any  of  the  American 
states  by  a  non-American  state,  as  by  an 
American  state  against  one  or  more  American 

/ states. 


Declaration: 

First.  That  all  sovereign  states  are  juridi¬ 
cally  equal  amongst  themselves. 

Second.  That  every  state  has  the  right  to 
the  respect  of  its  individuality  and  inde¬ 
pendence  on  the  part  of  the  other  members 
of  the  international  community. 

Third.  That  every  attack  of  a  state  against 
the  integrity  or  the  inviolability  of  territory, 
or  against  the  sovereignty  or  political  inde¬ 
pendence  of  an  American  state,  shall,  con¬ 
formably  to  part  III  thereof,  be  considered 
as  an  act  of  aggression  against  the  other 
states  which  sign  this  declaration. 

In  any  case,  invasion  by  armed  forces  of 
one  state  into  the  territory  of  another,  tres¬ 
passing  boundaries  established  by  treaty  and 
marked  in  accordance  therewith,  shall  con¬ 
stitute  an  act  of  aggression. 

Fourth.  That  in  case'  that  acts  of  aggres¬ 
sion  occur  or  there  may  be  reasons  to  believe 
that  an  aggression  is- being  prepared  by  any 
American  state,  the.  states  signatory  to  this 
declaration  will  consult  amongst  themselves 
in  order  to  agree  upon  measures  they  think 
it  may  be  advisable  to  take. 

Fifth.  That  during  the  war  and  until 
treaty  arrangements  recommended  in  part  II 
hereof  the  signatories  of  this  declaration 
recognize  such  threats  and  acts  of  aggression 
as  indicated  in  paragraphs  third  and  fourth 
above  constitute  an  interference  with  the 
war  effort-  of  the  United  Nations  calling 
for  such  procedures,  within  the  scope  of  their 
general  constitutional  and  war  powers,  as 
may  be  found  necessary,  including: 

Recall  of  chiefs  of  diplomatic  missions; 

Breaking  of  diplomatic  relations; 

Breaking  of  consular  relations; 

Breaking  of  postal,  telegraphic,  telephonic, 
radiotelephonic  relations; 

Interruption  of  economic,  commercial,  and 
financial  relations; 

Use  of  armed  force  to  prevent  or  repel 
aggression. 

Sixth.  That  the  principles  and  procedure 
contained  in  this  declaration  shall  become 
effective  immediately,  inasmuch  as  any  act 
of  aggression  or  threat  of  aggression  during 
the  present  state  of  war  interferes  with  the 
war  effort  of  the  United  Nations  to  obtain 
victory.  Henceforth,  and  with  the  view  that 
the  principles  and  procedure  herein  stipu¬ 
lated  shall  conform  with  the  constitutional 
principles  of  each  republic,  the  respective 
governments  shall  take  the  necessary  steps  to 
perfect  this  instrument  in  order  that  it  shall 
be  in  force  at  all  times. 

part  n 

Recommendation : 

The  Inter-American  Conference  on  Prob¬ 
lems  of  War  and  Peace  rpcommends: 

That  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  threats 
of  acts  of  aggression  against  any  American 
republic  following  the  establishment  of 
peace,  the  governments  of  the  American  re¬ 
publics  should  consider  the  conclusion,  in 
accordance  with  their  constitutional  proc¬ 
esses,  of  a  treaty  establishing  procedures 
whereby  such  threats  or  acts  may  be  met  by : 

The  use,  by  all  or  some  of  the  signatories 
of  said  treaty  thereto,  of  any  one  or  more 
of  the  following  measures : 

Recall  of  chiefs  of  diplomatic  missions; 

Breaking  of  diplomatic  relations; 

Breaking  of  consular  relations; 

Breaking  of  postal,  telegraphic,  telephonic, 
radiotelephonic  relations; 

Interruption  of  economic,  commercial,  and 
financial  relations;  use  of  armed  force  to  pre¬ 
vent  or  repel  aggression. 

part  in 

This  declaration  and  recommendation  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  regional  arrangement  for  dealing 
with  matters  relating  to  the  maintenance  of 
international  peace  and  security  as  are  ap¬ 
propriate  for  regional  action  and  procedures 
referred  to  therein  shall  be  consistent  with 
the  purposes  and  principles  of  the  general 
international  organization  when  formed. 
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This  declaration  and  recommendation  shall 
be  known  by  the  name  of  Act  of  Chapultepec. 

LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
agreeing  to  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  expects  to 
recognize  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  May]  to  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
send  a  bill  to  conference. 

Mr.  KEEFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  the 
point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not  pres¬ 
ent. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  c:  ’1  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names : 


[Roll  No.  37] 


Anderson,  Calif.  Gardner 

Morrison 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Gavin 

Mott 

Bates,  Mass. 

Grant,  Ala. 

O’Toole 

Bloom 

Hagen 

Patrick 

Bolton 

Hand 

Philbln 

Boren 

Harless,  Ariz. 

Powell 

Brumbaugh 

Hart 

Powers 

Buckley 

Hebert 

Reed,  Ill. 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Heidinger 

Robinson,  Utah 

Case,  N.  J. 

Hobbs 

Sadowski 

Chapman 

Izac 

Sheridan 

Clason 

Johnson,  HI. 

Sikes 

Combs 

Johnson, 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Courtney 

Lyndon  B. 

Smith.  Maine 

Daughton,  Va. 

Kearney 

Smith,  Ohio 

Dawson 

Kunkel 

Starkey 

Dirksen 

LeCompte 

Stewart 

Eaton 

Lemke 

Taylor 

E’lis 

Luce 

Weiss 

Elsaesser 

McGlinchey 

White 

Fellows 

McKenzie 

Wood 

Fuller 

Morgan 

AFTER  THE  ROLL  CALL 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  363 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names. 
A  quorum  is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings,  under  the  call,  were  dispensed 
with. 

-  MOBILIZATION  OF  CIVILIAN  MANPOWER 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
table  the  bill  H.  R.  1752,  entitled  ‘‘An  act 
to  amend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,”  with  a  Senate  amendment,  dis¬ 
agree  to  the  Senate  amendment,  and 
ask  for  a  conference. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  the  gentleman  re¬ 
serve  that  until  I  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  HOOK.  I  will  withhold  it  tem¬ 
porarily. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  reserve  the'  right  to  object. 

Mr.  MAY.  Will  the  gentleman  reserve 
that  until  I  can  make  a  statement? 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  I  will  be 
very  happy  to  do  so. 

Mr.  MAY.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  regular 
order  of  procedure  in  cases  of  this  kind 
is  to  go  to  conference,  with  the  idea  in 
mind  that  conferees  representing  both 
Houses  of  Congress  can  reach  some 
agfeement  on  the  legislation  that  may 
improve  it.  In  this  instance  the  House 
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bill  was  stricken  out  by  the  Senate  and 
aVi  entirely  different  measure  written  as 
a  .single  amendment  to  the  House  bill. 
That  is  the  matter  that  is  pending  before 
the  House  today.  If  the  House  will  allow 
conferees  to  be  appointed  at  this  time 
without  further  delay,  we  can  go  to  work 
on  the  bill.  If  we  do,  and  fail  to  agree, 
we  will  have  to  bring  it  back  to  the 
House  for  instructions,  or  if  we  do  agree, 
we  bring  back  a  report  which  must  be 
voted  ,up  or  voted  down,  and  on  which 
a  motion  may  be  made,  as  I  understand 
the  procedure,  to  instruct  the  conferees. 
The  House  will  have  an  opportunity  at 
that  time,  after  the  conferees  have  made 
an  honest  endeavor  to  report  proper  leg¬ 
islation,  ‘to  do  whatever  it  wants  to  do 
with  the  conference  report. 

I  hope  the  gentlemen  will  not  merely 
delay  it  by  making  objection,  but  will 
let  us  go  to  conference  to  see  what  we  can 
work  out. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  I 
do  not  want  to  delay  consideration  of 
this  legislation,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
since  the  Senate,  after  weeks  of  debate 
has  adopted,  by  an  overwhelming  vote, 
amendments  to  the  House  bill,  which  are 
substantially  what  was  offered  here  as 
a  substitute,  and  which  lacked  passage  by 
only  a  few  votes,  that  the  gentleman 
should  modify  his  request  and  ask  that  * 
the  House  concur  in  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments.  That  certainjy  would  expedite 
consideration  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  MAY.  I  could  not  afford  to  do 
that,  because  I  am  not  for  the  Senate 
amendment.  That  would  be  a  complete 
abandonment  of  the  position  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  think  that  the  House  is 
entitled  to  express  itself  on  the  Senate 
amendments  after  all  these  weeks  of  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  legislation? 

Mr.  MAY.  The  House  has  already 
voted  on  that  very  subject,  as  the  gentle¬ 
man  said,  and  expressed  itself  against  it. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  But  not 
on  the  Senate  amendments. 

Mr.  MAY.  The  gentleman  himself 
said  awhile  ago  it  was  practically  the 
same  thing. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Substan¬ 
tially  the  same. 

Mr.  MAY.  There  is  not  much  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  two.  There  should  not  be 
any  difference  in  the  vote.  Now  I  have 
no  disposition  whatsoever  to  prevent  the 
House  from  expressing  itself  on  this  mat¬ 
ter  but  I  think  the  regular  way  to  pro¬ 
ceed  should  be  followed  by  the  House, 
with  credit  to  itself. 

Mr.  HARNESS  of  Indiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  reluctant  to  disagree  with 
my  distinguished  chairman;  I  have  a 
great  affection  for  him,  but  this  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  great  importance.  Current  press ! 
reports  of  the  Senate  committee  in  De¬ 
troit  investigating  manpower  and  pro¬ 
duction  indicate  that  there  is  an  inex¬ 
cusable  waste  of  labor;  that  we  are  get¬ 
ting  only  50  to  60  percent  efficiency  in 
production  in  some  plants.  Particularly 
in  those  plants  operating  under  cost-plus  j 
contracts  where  it  is  reported  that  labor 
is  not  being  utilized  to  the  fullest  extent. 

I  believe  therefore  the  House  should  have 
an  opportunity  to  express  itself  on  these 


amendments.  This  bill,  as  amended,  is 
intended  to  do  precisely  the  thing  the 
gentleman  wants  to  accomplish — name¬ 
ly,  to  utilize  to  the  fullest,  available 
manpower  and  increase  production. 
Moreover,  we  would  accomplish  that 
objective  without  enslaving  the  American 
people.  A. 

Mr.  HOOK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
the  regular  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  demands  the  regular  order. 
The  regular  order  is:  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  to  send  this  bill  to  conference? 

Mr.  HOOK.  I  object. 

EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  move  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to 
extend  for  1  year  the  provisions  of  an- 
act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United 
States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as 
amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  state  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to 
extend  lend-lease,  with  Mr.  Clark  in  the 
chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  is  recognized  for 
2  hours  and  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  for  2  hours. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr.. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  under 
consideration  consists  of  a  single  para¬ 
graph  and  merely  authorizes  the  exten¬ 
sion  for  1  year  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

Unless  this  bill  is  adopted  lend-lease 
will  expire  on  June  30  of  this  year.  The 
bill  merely  provides  that  the  time  fixed 
in  present  law,  that  is  the  authorization 
of  lend-lease,  be  extended  for  1  year,  to 
June  30,  1946;  and  that  the  second  part 
of  lend-lease  with  reference  to  the  wind¬ 
ing  up  of  proceedings  under  it  shall  be 
extended  from  June  30,  1948.  to  June 
30.  1949. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  gave  extensive  hearings  and 
consideration  to  this  bill  covering  I  be¬ 
lieve  a  period  of  about  4  weeks.  * 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  greatest  war 
measure,  as  a.  matter  of  policy,  that  the 
United  States  has  adopted  and  has  fol¬ 
lowed  during  this  war  has  been  its  op¬ 
eration  under  lend-lease  whereby  it  pools 
its  defense  with  its  allies  and  there  is  no 
question  but  that  the  effective  admin¬ 
istration  of  this  Lend-Lease  Act  has 
brought  victory  as  near  as  it  is  at  this 
time.  But  for  the  passage  of  the  original 
Lend-Lease  Act  the  Axis  Powers  would 
have  long  since  defeated  the  Allies.  Not 
a  single  witness  appeared  before  our 
committee  in  opposition  to  the  extension 
of  lend-lease;  on  the  other  hand,  every 
one  agreed  that  It  is  vitally  necessary 
that  it  be  extended  at  least  for  another 


year  in  order  that  complete  victory 
might  be  won.  There  was  agreement 
also  that  failure  to  extend  lend-lease  at 
this  time  would  be  hurtful  not  only  to  the 
practical  operation  of  the  war  but  also 
the  psychological  effect  upon  our  soldiers, 
our  allies,  and  our  enemies. 

When  the  committee  first  reported  this 
bill  there  was  a  minority  report  fi’ed  ob¬ 
jecting  to  a  certain  feature  of  the  bill; 
however,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  yesterday  had  a  meeting  at  which 
an  amendment  to  the  bill  as  originally 
reported  to  the  House  was  considered 
and  agreed  to,  and  will  be  offered  as  a 
committee  amendment.  This  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  very  carefully  worked  out, 
and  after  consultation  with  the  majority 
and  minority  members  of  the  committee 
and  with  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  was  unanimously  adopted 
by  the  entire  committee.  In  view  of  that 
action  of  the  committee,  I  am  authorized 
to  say  that  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  is  now  unanimous  in  support  of 
the  pending  measure. 

We  have  also  prepared  a  statement 
with  reference  to  the  purpose  and  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  proposed  committee  amend¬ 
ment  which  we  think  will  be  helpful.  I 
shall  not  read  the  amendment  which  the 
committee  will  offer  at  the  proper  time 
since  it  was  presented  to  the  House  on 
yesterday  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Bloom!  who  is 
necessarily  absent  this  morning  in  at¬ 
tendance  upon  a  conference,  being  the 
first  meeting  of  the  American  delegation 
appointed  to  attend  the  conference  at 
San  Francisco.  However,  the  Record  of 
yesterday  contains  the  amendment 
which  will  be  offered,  but  I  thought  it 
might  be  helpful  to  read  at  this  time  a 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  reasons 
for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  note  that 
copies  of  this  statement  the  gentleman 
is  about  to  read  are  available  at  both 
desks.  I  thought  possibly  some  of  the 
Members  might  wish  to  follow  it  while 
the  gentleman  is  reading  the  statement. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  the  suggestion.  Copies 
are  available.  The  statement  is  not  my 
own  personal  statement  but  one  prepared 
yesterday  by  the  committee  with  great 
care. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Would  the  gentleman  be  willing  to  insert 
in  the  Record  the  full  statement?  I 
would  be  glad  to  have  it  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  That  is 
my  purpose  in  reading  it  so  that  it  will 
be  in  the  Record  and  if  I  do  not  have 
time  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  complete  statement  be  inserted  in 
the  Record. 

STATEMENT  ON  PROPOSED  COMMITTEE 
AMENDMENT  TO  SECTION  3  (C) 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  is  of  the 
-opinion  that  the  Lend-Lease  Act  is  a  war  sup¬ 
ply  measure  and  that  section  3  (c)  of  the  act 
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was  intended  to  provide  a  3-year  clean-up 
period  within  which  contracts  or  agreements 
with  foreign  governments  might  be  liqui¬ 
dated  in  an  orderly  and  efficient  manner. 
This  view  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  has  also 
been  epnphasized  by  the  President  in  his 
quarterly  reports  to  the  Congress  and  by 
Mr.  Crowley,  the  Foreign  Economic  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Secretary  of  War  Stimson,  and  all  the 
other  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  the  hearings  on  H.  R.  2013. 

In  order  to  reaffirm  and  to  make  this  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  more  explicit,  the 
F'oreign  Affairs  Committee  is  proposing  an 
amendment  to  section  3(c).  The  committee 
is  unanimous  in  supporting  H.  R.  2013  with 
this  amendment  added. 

The  first  provision  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  expresses  the  clear  Intention  of  Con¬ 
gress  that  the  3-year  period  for  carrying  out 
contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  with 
foreign  governments  under  the  Lend-Lease 
Aet  does  not  permit  the  making  or  carrying 
out  of  contracts  for  post-war  relief,  rehabili¬ 
tation,  and  reconstruction.  This  provision 
writes  into  the  Lend-Lease  Act  the  principle 
which  the  committee  believes  is  implicit  in 
the  act  and  which  has  been  consistently  fol¬ 
lowed  by  those  responsible  for  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  lend-lease  program.  The 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  believes  that 
the  clear  expression  by  the  Congress  that  the 
Lend-Lease  Act  is  not  a  post-war  relief,  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  reconstruction,  measure  will 
help  to  avoid  misunderstanding  and  facili¬ 
tate  the  separate  consideration  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  appropriate  measures  to  deal  with 
these  important  and  complex  post-war  prob¬ 
lems.  The  amendment  does  not  bear  on  the 
general  problem  of  settlement  under  the 
Lend-Lease  Act. 

The  second  provision  of  the  amendment 
relates  to  the  authority  which  section  3  (c) 
confers  upon  the  President  to  carry  out  un¬ 
til  July  1,  1949,  a  contract  or  agreement  with 
a  foreign  government  entered  into  prior  to 
July  1,  1946,  or  prior  to  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  by  the  two  Houses,  whichever  is  the 
earlier.  Under  this  provision  a  contract  or 
agreement  entered  into  in  accordance  with 
this  act  in  which  the  United  States  under¬ 
takes  to  furnish  to  a  foreign  government  de¬ 
fense  articles,  services,  or  information  for 
use  in  the  prosecution  of  the  present  war  and 
which  provides  for  the  disposition  on  terms 
and  conditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or 
information  after  the  President  determines 
they  are  no  longer  necessary  for  use  by  such 
government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for 
post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or 
post-war  reconstruction. 

The  basic  purpose  of  this  second  provision 
is  to  permit  the  orderly  and  efficient  liquida¬ 
tion  of  war  supply  contracts  with  foreign 
governments  as  contemplated  by  section  3 
(c),  as  originally  enacted,  through  the  pur¬ 
chase  by  foreign  governments  for  cash  or  on 
credit  of  such  supplies  as  may  not  be  pro¬ 
duced  or  delivered  in  time  to  be  of  use  in  the 
war.  It  would  continue  to  permit  the  making 
and  carrying  out  of  war  supply  agreements 
such  as  that  recently  concluded  with  the 
French  Government.  This  agreement  with 
the  French  insures  the  flow  of  supplies  re¬ 
quired  by  them  in  the  prosecution  of  the  war 
without  disruption  due  to  uncertainty  as  to 
the  termination  of  the  war  and  arranges  for 
the  orderly  and  efficient  liquidation  in  our 
national  interest  of  our  agreed  supply  pro¬ 
grams  and  the  purchase  by  the  French  of  such 
supplies  as  may  be  produced  too  late  to  be  of 
use  in  the  war  and  which  are  not  more  ur¬ 
gently  needed  in  this  country. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  is  in  The  lan¬ 
guage  as  set  out  yesterday. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  unanimous 
action  and  the  united  front  now  pre¬ 


sented  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  have  considered  this  leg¬ 
islation  from  its  inception,  should  com¬ 
mend  itself  to  the  House  and  that  there 
should  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  the 
passage  of  this  bill.  Since  Lend-Lease 
was  first  created,  we  have  adopted  the 
policy  of  renewing  it  not  for  2  years 
but  for  a  single  year.  The  Congress 
has  thereby  kept  a  check  upon  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  lend-lease,  and  the  re¬ 
newal  each  time  has  enabled  us  to  have 
before  the  committee  those  who  have  ‘ 
been  administering  the  act.  There  have 
been  many  false  rumors  made  against 
the  administration  of  the  act  which  have 
been  corrected  by  Mr.  Leo  T.  Crowley, 
the  able  Administrator,  and  Mr.  Oscar 
Cox,  the  brilliant  general  counsel,  and 
others  of  the  administrative  staff.  I 
think  that  now  the  American  people 
realize  the  necessity  for  this  legislation. 

I  shall  not  consume  the  time  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  further  at  this  time. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  VorysL 

(Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  statement  on  the  proposed  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  which  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  has  just  read  is,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  a  very  accurate  and  fair  analysis 
of  what  the  agreed  amendment  is  in¬ 
tended  to  accomplish,  and  a  fair  inter-  * 
pretation  of  that  amendment. 

PRE-WAR  LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the  third  time 
lend-lease  has  come  up  for  extension. 
Many  of  us  remember  that  lend-lease 
came  up  the  first  time  in  1941  before 
Pearl  Harbor  in  peacetime.  We  forget 
that  over  a  third  of  our  membership 
was  not  here  at  that  time.  The  vote 
on  pre-Pearl  Harbor  lend-lease  was  in¬ 
jected  into  the  congressional  campaigns 
of  1942  and  1944.  Of  those  who  voted 
against  lend-lease,  56  are  no  longer  here. 
Of  those  who  voted  for  lend-lease  in 
1941,  106  are  no  longer  here.  Percent¬ 
agewise  omitting  those  who  are  dead 
or  who  resigned  or  retired,  72  percent 
of  those  who  voted  for  pre-war  lend- 
lease  and  wanted  to  stay  in  Congress,  are 
still  here,  and  81  percent  of  those  who 
voted  against  pre-war  lend-lease  and 
wanted  to  stay  in  Congress  are  still  here. 

This  House  has  overwhelmingly  sup¬ 
ported  lend-lease  strictly  as  a  war  meas¬ 
ure,  and  the  amendment  unanimously 
adopted  by  our  committee  limits  lend- 
lease  to  war  supply  and  does  not  project 
it  into  the  post-war  picture,  so  that 
nothing  is  to  be  gained  by  redebating 
pre-war  peacetime  lend-lease. 

These  figures  show,  however,  that 
lend-lease  is  not  and  never  was  very 
popular  with  the  voters,  even  though  it 
is  now  a  necessary  war  measure.  These 
figures  also  show  that  any  foreign  policy 
in  order  to  have  general  support  in  this 
country  must  have  the  support  of  the 
kind  of  people,  the  kind  of  Congressmen, 
who  were  against  going  to  war,  who  are 
now  loyally  supporting  our  war  effort, 
and  who  are  determined  not  to  turn  over 
vast,  unlimited  powers  to  the  Executive 
in  peacetime,  before  or  after  a  war. 


The  great  significance  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  which  will  be  submitted 
today,  which  was  originally  proposed  by 
the  minority  and  is  now  unanimously 
supported,  is  that  it  shows  complete 
agreement  between  the  Executive  and 
both  parties  in  Congress  that  our  post¬ 
war  plans  and  policies  will  be  submitted 
to  the  Congress  and  that  the  approval 
of  a  majority  in  both  parties  is  sought 
for  these  policies.  From  now  on  unity 
is  to  be  attained  not  merely  by  follow¬ 
ing  the  leadi^  but  by  having  the  Exec¬ 
utive,  and  the  Congress,  and  both  par¬ 
ties  of  Congress  pulling  together  and  ad¬ 
justing  their  differences  so  as  to  present 
a  united  front  to  the  world. 

WARTIME  LEND-LEASE 

The  question  before  us  now  is  the 
continuation  of  lend-lease  for  another 
year  as  a  part  of  our  mutual  war-aid 
policy.  We  have  done  this  twice  before 
since  Pearl  Harbor;  it  is  imperative 
that  we  do  it  again.  Lend-lease  had 
not  accomplished  as  much  as  some  of 
its  proponents  claim  and  has  not  been 
as  bad  as  some  of  its  enemies  charge. 
It  has  been  only  a  small  part,  about 
15  percent,  of  our  war  effort.  It  has 
been  only  a  small  part,  around  20  per¬ 
cent,  of  the  British  war  effort,  and  even 
less  of  the  Russian  war  effort.  The 
part  it  has  played  has  been  important 
but  it  has  not  been  the  “supply  mech¬ 
anism”  for  all  of  the  forces  of  the  Allies. 
It  is  not  bleeding  us  white,  either.  It 
has  become  an  integral  part  of  our  total 
Allied  fighting  machine,  and  must  go 
on  as  long  as  the  fighting  goes  on.  But 
we  will  be  wise  to  remember  that  85  per¬ 
cent  of  our  effort  in  money  is  not  in 
lend-lease  but  in  direct  support  of  our 
own  gallant  millions  fighting  all  over 
the  world,  and  Britain,  Russia,  and  China 
are  for  the  most  part  supplying  their 
own  forces  in  the  field.  When  it  comes 
to  mutual  gratitude  after  the  war,  our 
allies  will  probably  be  more  grateful  for 
what  we  did  for  the  common  cause  with 
our  own  forces  than  for  what  we  helped 
them  do  with  their  forces. 

As  Americans,  we  can  well  afford  to 
furnish  tanks,  planes,  and  guns  for  boys 
of  other  nations  to  use  while  risking  their 
lives  to  kill  Japs  and  Germans.  Con¬ 
tinuing  wartime  lend-lease  will  do  this. 
Voting  against  it  means  we  insist  upon 
doing  it  all  ourselves.  Mutual  war  aid 
should  be  continued  to  final  victory. 

POST-WAR  LEND-LEASE 

Now,  as  to  post-war  lend-lease,  the 
amendment  barring  the  use  of  lend-lease 
as  a  post-war  mechanism  is  not  airtight, 
it  is  not  even  machine-tool  tight.  The 
reason  is,  there  will  be  no  airtight  divi¬ 
sion  between  conditions  of  war  and 
peace.  The  amendment  prescribes,  as 
clearly  as  Congress  can  lay  down,  direc¬ 
tives  for  the  administration  as  to  what 
the  dividing  line  shall  be.  But  it  per¬ 
mits  agreements  such  as  the  French 
agreement.  There  can  be  honest  differ¬ 
ences  of  opinion,  and  also  deliberate 
abuses,  in  deciding  what  and  how  much 
of  what  shall  be  agreed  upon  for  war  use 
which  also  has  a  post-war  use.  Our 
lend-lease  arrangements  with  France, 
however,  have  been  the  most  business¬ 
like  of  all,  in  many  respects. 
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We  have  kept  war  munitions  separate 
from  civilian  materials,  and  up  to  yes¬ 
terday  we  had  received  over  $153,000,000 
in  cash  from  the  French  for  the  cost  of 
civilian  lend-lease  supplies  we  furnished, 
with  $31,000,000  more  now  being  nego¬ 
tiated.  We  are  winding  up  lend-lease  in 
north  Africa  as  of  July  1,  1945.  Under 
the  new  agreement,  we  are  to  receive  20 
percent  down  payment  on  all  materials 
we  furnished  which  have  a  post-war  use, 
and  the  balance  in  installments. 

The  $2,500,000,000  is  more  of  a  limita¬ 
tion  on  what  the  French  agree  to  receive 
than  a  guaranty  of  what  we  will  deliver; 
for  while  France  agrees  to  accept  all  that 
we  offer,  or  pay  damages,  we  do  not 
guarantee  to  make  future  deliveries. 

We  will  need  to  make  more  transition 
agreements  with  other  nations  besides 
France.  The  agreed  amendment  to  be 
offered  will  require  these  transition 
agreements  to  provide  for  payment  for 
whatever  is  furnished  after  the  war  along 
the  lines  of  the  French  agreement.  We 
will  have  to  avoid  the  danger  pointed  out 
by  Col.  W.  L.  Culbertson,  Chairman  of 
our  Special  Economic  Mission  to  North 
Africa.  Unfortunately,  he  was  heard  by 
our  committee  in  executive  session,  but 
I  can  quote  from  what  he  stated  in  a 
public  address  a  few  weeks  ago  before  the 
French  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  New 
York.  I  wish  the  Members  would  listen 
to  this.  He  said: 

I  have  found  In  the  discussion  of  post-war 
problems,  especially  across  the  Atlantic,  a 
tendency  to  overemphasize  the  “transition 
period”  after  the  war.  So  long  as  this  phrase 
covers  merely  a  period  of  active  change¬ 
over  from  war  economy  to  peace  economy, 
no  exception  can  be  taken  to  it.  But  in  some 
plans  for  the  future  it  seems  to  be  treated 
as  a  sort  of  catch-all  into  which  unsolved 
and  seemingly  insoluble  problems  are  dumped 
in  the  hope  that  in  some  mysterious  way 
they  will  solve  themselves  with  the  passage 
of  time. 

He  then  went  on  to  point  out  the  policy 
his  mission  was  following,  and  I  quote 
again.  He  said: 

May  I  be  pardoned  if  I  revert  again  to  the 
instructions  of  our  mission.  In  my  opinion 
these  reveal  a  wise  approach  to  this  problem. 
They  sought  to  deal  with  post-war  military 
problems  while  they  were  still  flexible  and 
while  the  issues  involved  had  at  least  some 
defenders  on  both  sides.  They  gave  support 
to  the  view  that  to  retain  wartime  controls 
and  Government  participation  in  business 
after  their  wartime  justification  had  gone, 
tends  to  weld  such  restrictive  practices  into 
a  permanent  commercial  system.  It  was 
recognized  that  adjustments  take  time  but 
no  situation  exists  which  will  not  yield  to 
constructive  treatment  if  the  wiU  exists 
among  the  nations  to  return  to  a  healthy, 
wealth-creating  economic  system. 

Now,  following  that  line  of  thought, 
I  want  to  quote  from  a  statement  Mr. 
Crowley,  Administrator  of  Lend-Lease, 
gave  before  our  committee.  On  page  157, 
he  said  this : 

There  is  so  much  talk  about  lend-lease  in 
the  post-war  period  that  I  want  to  be  very 
emphatic  about  our  position  in  the  matter. 

I  want  to  say  to  this  committee  that  I  think 
that  sometime  soon,  through  the  appropriate 
committee — it  may  be  the  Appropriations 
Committee — we  will  have  to  give  the  picture 
as  we  see  It  of  the  amount  of  funds  re¬ 
quired  and  what  should  be  done  in  the  way 
of  giving  aid  to  these  people  immediately 


after  the  cessation  of  the  war.  In  these  lib¬ 
erated  countries,  if  wheiv  the  shooting  stops 
we  are  going  to  pull  out  and  say,  “Now,  we 
are  all  through,”  we  may  And  ourselves  in 
quit?  a  lot  of  difficulty.  I  think  there  is 
going  to  have  to  be  a  short  transitory  period 
in  some  of  these  countries  that  the  Allied 
Governments  are  going  to  have  tc  take  into 
consideration.  I  think  that  is  specifically  a 
responsibility  of  Congress.  It  is  not  a  part 
of  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

So  this  amendment  today  is  offered  in 
the  spirit  of  these  quotations  I  have  just 
given. 

Our  post-war  problems  still  lie  before 
Congress.  We  are  determined  not  to  use 
lend-lease  as  a  post-war  mechanism. 
The  question  still  remains,  what  ma¬ 
chinery  will  we  approve?-  We  have  al¬ 
ready  approved  U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  for  post¬ 
war  relief.  In  spite  of  the  money  and 
power  we  have  given  this  organization,  it 
has  fallen  down  on  the  job.  We  shall 
soon  be  asked  to  approve  the  Bretton 
Woods  proposal  for  post-war  monetary 
stabilization  and  reconstruction  financ¬ 
ing.  We,  here  in  the  House,  will  have 
responsibilities  for  the  post-war  security 
organization.  Our  action  here  today  does 
not  mean  that  we  have  solved  the  prob¬ 
lems  or  discharged  the  post-war  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  Congress.  I  hope  that  it 
means  that  we  will  meet  these  problems 
by  setting  up  efficient  machinery  that 
preserves  the  form  and  traditions  of  our 
Republic  and  our  kind  of  economy,  with 
legislative  and  executive  responsibilities 
clearly  separated,  with  public  and  private 
business  separated,  but  with  the  Execu¬ 
tive  and  the  Congress  and  both  parties 
and  businessmen  working  together  to 
build  an  American  foreign  policy  that 
protects  the  interests  and  the  traditions 
of  our  country  in  meeting  our  interna¬ 
tional  problems  and  responsibilities,  and 
our  great  opportunities  that  lie  ahead. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  What  ef¬ 
fect  will  it  have  on  page  1,  by  striking 
out  “July  1,  1948”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “July  1,  1949”? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  the  so- 
called  clean-up  period.  We  had  a  tre¬ 
mendous  battle  on  that  in  the  committee. 
I  was  one  of  those  who  saw  no  reason 
for  extending  the  act  that  long,  and  con¬ 
tended  that  the  full  powers  of  lend- 
lease  were  continued  until  1949.  Under 
the  amendment  which  has  been  agreed 
upon  that  3-year  period  which  has  been 
extended  each  time  we  have  extended 
lend-lease  for  a  year,  becomes  strictly  a 
clean-up  period.  As  to  the  extent  of 
time  needed  we  do  not  know.  If  we  do 
not  need  all  the  time,  the  Congress  can 
cut  it  off  later.  If  we  need  more  time  the 
Congress  can  extend  the  time.  If  Con¬ 
gress  finds  that  instead  of  being  a  clean¬ 
up  period,  there  is  some  abuse  of  the 
restrictions  we  have  placed  in  the 
amendment  today,  Congress  may  then 
take  appropriate  action. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  What 
sum  of  money  in  the  aggregate  has  been 
appropriated  up  to  and  including  the 
end  of  this  fiscal  year,  June  30,  1945? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  We  have  already 
appropriated  and  made  available 
through  transfers  $64,000,000,000.  Of 


that  about  $35,000,000,000  has  been  en¬ 
cumbered.  The  gentleman  will  find  a 
very  full  statement  in  the  report  and  in 
the  hearings. 

Mr.  ROBSION  of  Kentucky.  The  other 
$31,000,000,000  that  has  been  appro¬ 
priated  has  not  been  encumbered  up  to 
this  time? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  It  has  been  ap¬ 
propriated  to  the  Army  and  the  Navy 
with  power  to  transfer  to  lend-lease,  but 
it  lias  not  been  definitely  appropriated 
to  lend-lease.  The  distinct  lend-lease 
appropriations  have  just  about  been  ex¬ 
hausted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  has  expired. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  JariuTN]. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the 
distinguished  gentleman  who  preceded 
me  said,  the  history  and  purpose  of  lend- 
lease  have  been  so  frequently  discussed 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  and  on  the 
floor  of  the  other  body,  in  the  press,  anqj 
by  the  people  of  our  country  that  it  is 
scarcely  necessary  to  indulge  in  any  ex¬ 
tended  discussion  of  it.  As  he  said  also, 
it  was  enacted  as  a  peace  measure  to  the 
extent  that  the  United  States  was  then 
at  peace.  I  call  attention,  however,  that 
while  the  United  States  was  at  peace  and 
although  we  ardently  hoped  to  remain  at 
peace,  all  of  Europe  not  only  was  at  war 
but  all  of  it  except  the  British  Isles  and 
Greece  had  been  conquered  by  Hitler.  I 
am  not  sure  therefore  that  it  was,  strictly 
speaking,  a  peace  measure.  I  recall  the 
reference  I  made  at  that  time,  something 
to  this  effect.  You  will  recall  that  the 
act  was  entitled  “An  act  to  further  the 
defense  of  the  United  States.”  I  believe 
I  made  some  reference  to  the  effect  that 
the  best  defense  of  this  country  which 
could  then  be  undertaken  was  to  con¬ 
tribute  in  anything  possible  toward 
keeping  the  British  Navy  afloat. 

Lend-lease  has  accomplished  impor¬ 
tant  results,  as  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
said.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  am  in  com¬ 
plete  agreement  about  public  support  of 
the  policy;  I  believe  the  people  are  more 
strongly  in  favor  of  it  than  the  gentle¬ 
man  indicated;  but  there  is  no  use  in 
arguing  that. 

Lend-lease  has  been  expensive,  yes; 
war  is  expensive,  destructive,  and  use¬ 
less — until  you  have  to  get  into  it;  and 
yet,  the  billions  expended  in  lend-lease 
have,  I  believe,  proba'bly  contributed  as 
much  toward  the  victory  which  is  in  the 
offing  and  saved  probably  more  Ameri¬ 
can  lives  than  any  other  similar  expense 
this  country  has  incurred.  It  is,  of 
course,  more  essential  now  than  ever  be¬ 
fore  in  order  to  contribute  toward  the 
final  victory  punch.  It  is  therefore  but 
natural  that  no  witness  appeared  before 
the  committee  in  opposition  to  lend- 
lease.  Not  only  that,  frequent  references 
have  been  made  to  the  amendment  which 
the  committee  will  submit  today.  My 
good  friend  the  gentleman  who  preceded 
me  quoted  from  Mr.  Crowley  to  the  ef¬ 
fect  that  the  amendment  simply  carries 
out  the  way  he  is  administering  the  act 
already.  He  could  have  quoted,  as  the 
minority  report  did,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  the  Secretary  of  War 
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to  the  same  effect,  as  well  as  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  State,  Dean  Acheson, 
and  every  single  other  witness  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  committee;  in  other 
words,  while  we  are  delighted  at  the 
unanimous  agreement  on  this  amend¬ 
ment,  it  is  simply  the  position  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  committee,  includ¬ 
ing  many  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle,  have  taken  all  along. 

While  I  do  not  care  to  indulge  in  ex¬ 
tended  discussion  of  the  legislation,  there 
is  a  new  phase  of  it  with  which  the  peo¬ 
ple  are  not  so  familiar  as  they  are  with 
the  other  phases  which  I  believe  deserves 
attention;  therefore,  it  is  my  purpose  to 
address  my  remarks  to  the  French 
agreement. 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind,  in  the  first 
place,  that  we  have  already  under  lend- 
lease  outfitted  8  French  divisions  and 
some  15  000  aviators,  several  hundred  of 
whom  were  trained  at  Tuscaloosa,  Ala., 
in  the  district  it  is  my  privilege  to  repre¬ 
sent.  Incidentally,  I  need  not  tell  you  of 
the  magnificent  fighting  those  French 
poilu  and  officers  have  done.  It  is  the 
purpose  to  equip  at  least  8  more  French 
divisions  to  join  their  brothers  and  their 
American  allies  in  carrying  the  war  on 
into  Germany,  on  into  Tokyo,  and  wher¬ 
ever  necessary.  We  have  with  France 
an  agreement  that  you  might  say  has 
3  parts  or  3  subdivisions. 

There  is  the  master  agreement  which 
we  have  with  all  lend-lease  countries; 
there  is  the  reverse  or  reciprocal-aid 
agreement  we  have  with  the  United 
Kingdom  and  several  other  countries; 
and  then  the  so-called  3  (c)  agreement, 
which  is  entirely  new  and  has  not  been 
negotiated  with  any  other  country 
although,  as  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
said,  it  probably  will  be  negotiated  with 
several  other  countries  to  the  great  bene¬ 
fit  of  ours. 

The  whole  purpose  of  this  3  (c)  agree¬ 
ment  is  to,  insofar  as  possible,  throw  the 
entire  weight  of  France,  its  manpower, 
its  industry,  its  agriculture,  its  people  in 
general,  behind  the  war  effort. 

I  quote  from  a  press  release  of  Acting 
Secretary  Grew  relative  to  the  signing  of 
this  agreement: 

The  basic  purpose  of  the  whole  program 
is  to  enable  all  the  French  resources  and  the 
whole  French  Nation,  soldiers,  workers,  pro¬ 
ducers,  and  farmers,  to  be  mobilized  and  used 
for  the  war  against  the  common  enemy. 

I  quote  also  from  the  agreement  itself : 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Provisional  Government  of 
France  desire  to  insure  the  continuing  provi¬ 
sion  of  said  articles,  services,  facilities,  or 
information  without  interruption  owing  to 
any  uncertainty  as  to  the  day  when  the 
military  resistance  of  the  common  enemy 
may  cease. 

I  say  this  is  a  new  phase  of  lend-lease, 
brought  about  by  new  conditions.  What 
are  those  new  conditions?  Never  before 
have  we  been  so  near  the  end  of  the  war. 
Never  before?  I  am  not  sure  but  what 
we  may  have  been  nearer  the  end  of  the 
war  back  yonder  when  we  passed  the 
original  Lend-Lease  Act,  when  Great 
Britain  was  on  the  ropes  and  when  Hitler 
had  conquered  all  of  Europe  except 
Great  Britain  and  heroic  little  old  Greece. 
With  that  exception  we  have  never  be¬ 


fore  been  nearer  the  end  of  the  war. 
Never  before  has  a  great  country  which 
has  been  entirely  occupied  by  the  enemy 
been  liberated  and  commenced  to  func¬ 
tion  under  its  own  government.  So  these 
new  conditions  required  a  new  agreement 
which  was  entirely  possible  under  the 
3  (c)  section  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act.  In 
that  agreement  supplies  are  divided  into 
two  groups,  schedules  1  and  2. 

Schedule  1  includes  what  might  be 
called  expendable  items,  such  as  raw 
materials;  cotton  to  be  manufactured 
into  uniforms;  tents  for  the  American 
soldiers;  synthetic  rubber  to  be  manu¬ 
factured  into  tires  for  the  use  of  Amer¬ 
ican  and  French  soldiers;  petroleum  sup¬ 
plies,  freight  charges,  and  so  forth. 

Schedule  2  includes  heavy  industry 
products  such  as  locomotives,  machinery, 
and  industrial  equipment.  Human  na¬ 
ture  being  what  it  is,  and  the  war  being 
as  near  its  end  in  Europe  as  we  all  hope 
and  reverently  pray,  it  would  have  been 
but  natural  without  this  3  (c)  phase  of 
the  agreement  for  our  officers  in  charge 
of  lend-lease  and  the  manufacture  of 
these  supplies  and  perhaps  even  our  fac¬ 
tories  to  have  slowed  up,  as  it  were,  or 
been  somewhat  reluctant  to  have  con¬ 
tinued  to  produce  these  goods  on  a  100- 
percent  basis  of  efficiency  and  rushed 
them  into  France  if  they  believed  the 
war  would  be  over  in  Europe  before  they 
reached  there. 

So  these  agreements  were  signed  to 
meet  that  situation,  as  well  as  for  an¬ 
other  purpose,  so  that  when  the  war  is 
over  the  sale  of  all  of  this  material  which 
will  remain  in  France  will  have  already 
been  agreed  upon  instead  of  having  to 
salvage  it  then  for  whatever  the  French 
people  or  anyone  else  would  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  gladly  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Is  this  not  also 
true  that  as  to  schedule  2,  machinery, 
and  so  forth,  the  French  pay  20  percent 
down  and  the  balance  on  credit,  even 
though  that  particular  item  is  used  up 
in  the  war?  •  , 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man.  He  is  exactly  correct.  As  to 
the  expendable' goods  under  schedule  1, 
the  French  agree  to  pay  for  any  of  those 
goods  delivered  after  the  President  de¬ 
termines  that  they  are  not  necessary  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  war.  As  to  sched¬ 
ule  2,  they  pay  20  percent  down,  as  the 
gentleman  says,  and  the  remainder  of  the 
entire  value  in  deferred  payments.  They 
are  all  necessary  for  the  war.  Many  of 
them  will  be  used  in  the  war,  but  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  used  or  not,  as  to  those 
schedule  2  items — heavy-industry  prod¬ 
ucts — the  French  are  going  to  pay  us  on 
a  100-percent  basis.  If  their  use  occurs 
in  the  war  it  is  a  part  of  their  contribu¬ 
tion  to  it. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle-' 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Is  it  not  also  true  that 
as  far  as  schedule  1  of  the  lend-lease 
agreement  that  has  been  concluded  with 
France  is  concerned,  any  of  the  materials 
contracted  for  which  would  be  furnished 


under  ordinary  lend-lease  for  war  pur¬ 
poses,  should  the  war  end,  are  then  taken 
over  by  the  French  and  paid  for  on  tire 
same  cash  and  credit  basis  as  provided 
for  in  schedule  2? 

Mr.  JARMAN.  That  is  quite  true. 

Mr.  HERTER.  In  addition  to  that, 
schedule  2  already  has  had  to  be  revised 
in  Connection  with  shipping  matters. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  That  is  also  true. 

Mr.  HERTER.  But  schedule  1  has  not 
been  revised.  Schedule  1  contains  an 
item  of  some  $220,000,000  for  the  charter 
hire  of  ships  which  under  the  extension 
of  lend-lease  might  carry  on  until  the 
year  1949.  That  charter  hire  would 
then  be  paid  for  on  a  20  percent  down 
basis  and  a  30-year  extension  of  credit 
for  the  balance.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
me  why  charter  hire,  which  is  an  im¬ 
mediate  thing,  should  be  charged  on  the 
basis  of  a  30-year  credit? 

Mr.  JARMAN.  My  answer  to  that  is 
that  I  consider  it  preferably  for  this 
country  to  be  paid  for  on  a  30-year  credit 
basis  than  not  to  be  paid  at  all. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
if  the  gentleman  will  yield  further,  is  this 
not  also  the  situation  regarding  sched¬ 
ule  1?  Whatever  material  is  expend¬ 
able,  such  as  food,  charter  hire,  and 
things  like  that,  that  that  may  be  needed 
right  while  the  fighting  is  going  on,  if  it 
is  furnished  during  that  period  it  goes  on 
the  regular  lend-lease-give-away  ar¬ 
rangement  with  no  present  payment  re¬ 
quirement? 

It  is  only  such  as  is  to  be  furnished 
after  the  war  is  over  that  is  to  be  paid 
for  at  all,  and  that  is  to  be  paid  for  on  this 
long-term  basis;  but  we  do  not  guaran¬ 
tee  to  supply  any  particular  amount. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  5  additional  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  yield  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  BLAND.  With  reference  to  this 
matter  of  charter  hire,  the  gentleman 
who  was  interrogating  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama  doubtless  has  received  a 
letter,  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
that  I  sent  arcund  this  morning  to  all 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  and  the  Committee  on  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine,  to  the  effect  that  the 
agreement  with  the  French  Government 
is  not  to  apply  to  the  transfer  of  title  to 
ships.  Since  that  time  I  have  taken  the 
matter  up  with  Mr.  Cox,  of  the  Foreign 
Economic  Administration,  and  practi¬ 
cally  the  same  effect  applies  as  to  charter 
hire.  The  only  provision  now  under  law 
for  leasing  ships  is  for  the  duration  of 
the  war  with  Germany  and  Japan,  or  the 
one  that  will  last  the  longer,  and  6  months 
thereafter. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  much.  May  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  to  the 
next  note  I  had,  which  is  that  we  reserve 
the  right  in  both  of  these  agreements 
to  withhold  any  supplies  we  care  to.  As 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  said,  we  agree 
to  furnish  an  amount  up  to  that  maxi¬ 
mum,  but  the  right  is  reserved  to  with- 
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hold  at  any  time  anything  we  wish.  Also, 
the  right  of  review  at  any  time  is  re¬ 
served.  Against  that  there  is  a  French 
reservation  to  the  following  effect. 

Let  us  take  as  an  example  a  locomotive 
and  an  intricate  piece  of  machinery  use¬ 
ful  only  for  war,  under  section  2,  we  will 
say.  Let  us  say  the  war  ends  3  months 
from  now.  Both  of  those  articles  are 
under  construction;  they  are  being  man¬ 
ufactured.  The  locomotive  the  French 
can  use  in  their  civilian  economy.  They 
can  say  to  us,  “Go  ahead  and  finish  the 
locomotive  and  send  it  to  us  and  we  will 
pay  for  it,  20  percent  down  and  the  bal¬ 
ance  on  deferred  payments.  As  to  the 
intricate  piece  of  machinery,  which  we 
cannot  use  in  our  civilian  economy,  the 
need  for  it  has  passed,  the  war  is  over, 
and  we  have  no  use  for  it.  Therefore, 
we  will  simply  pay  you  your  out-of- 
pocket  loss,  that  is,  what  has  already 
been  expended  in  manufacturing  it,  and 
you  can  junk  it  and  forget  it.” 

As  I  view  this  French  agreement,  the 
gist  of  it  is  that  we  are  arranging  now 
to  get  percent  cash  in  some  cases  and 
the  remainder  over  an  extended  period 
for  articles  many  of  which  will  never  be 
used  or  necessary  in  the  war,  although 
we  cannot  be  sure  of  that,  many  of  which 
will  be  used  partially,  and  some  of  which 
may  be  used  considerably.  But  instead 
of  waiting  until  that  day  after  it  is  all 
over,  when  we  are  going  to  have  a  big 
job  all  over  the  world,  and  when  that 
3-year  period  that  has  been  talked  about 
will  be  very,  very  necessary,  I  think;  in¬ 
stead  of  waiting  until  that  time  and  say¬ 
ing  to  the  French  “Now  we  have  all  this 
material  here  which  belongs  to  us,  inas¬ 
much  as  we  have  not  transferred  title 
to  you.  It  has  been  used.  Some  of  it 
is  good,  some  fair,  some  indifferent,  and 
some  worthless.  What  will  you  give  us 
for  it?” — and  you  can  imagine  about 
what  the  answer  would  be — instead,  we 
are  indulging  in  a  business  deal  by  ar¬ 
ranging  in  advance  to  see  that  the  whole 
effort  of  France,  the  maximum  effort  of 
that  country  continues  active  in  this  war, 
and  also  to  be  reimbursed  substantially, 
we  hope  and  believe,  after  it  is  all  over, 
for  this  part  of  our  contribution,  reim¬ 
bursed  in  cash  as  well  as  in  the  assistance 
of  the  French  Armies  and  in  their  great 
contribution  toward  our  victory.  I  re¬ 
gard  the  agreement  as  very  beneficial  to 
this  country.  -  • 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt]. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  one 
were  talking  to  a  stabilized  audience 
here  today,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
necessary  for  me  to  say  much  of  any¬ 
thing  at  all.  But  during  the  debate, 
Members  come  and  go  and  the  faces 
change.  Perhaps  I  should,  therefore,  say 
a  few  things  on  this  legislation  which 
may  be  of  interest  to  those  who  did  not 
hear  some  of  the  preceding  speakers. 

We  are  all  aware  of  the  fact  that  this 
is  the  third  time  we  have  been  called 
upon  to  extend  the  lend-lease  legisla¬ 
tion.  The  first  time  it  was  extended 
without  change.  The  second  time  it  was 
extended  with  an  amendment  which  was 


proposed  by  the  minority,  discussed  at 
length  by  the  Committee,  and  at  the 
eleventh  hour  accepted,  so  the  Commit¬ 
tee  unanimously  supported  the  extension 
of  lend-lease  with  the  following  amend¬ 
ment,  which  I  shall  now  read,  because  I 
think  it  tends  to  show  the  evolution  of 
an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
the  Congress  which  it  is  important  to 
have  impressed  upon  the  executive  agen¬ 
cies. 

The  amendment  which  made  una¬ 
nimity  among  the  committee  members 
possible  on  the  second  extension  of  lend- 
lease  a  year  ago  reads  as  follows:  It  is 
an  amendment  to  section  3  (b)  of  the 
act.  It  reads: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  construed  to  authorize 
the  President  to  assume  or  incur  any  obli¬ 
gations  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
with  respect  to  post-war  economic  policy, 
post-war  military  policy,  or  post-war  policy 
Involving  International  relations,  except  in 
accordance  with  established  constitutional 
procedure. 

That  amendment  was  accepted,  and 
it  is  found  on  page  59  of  the  Eighteenth 
Report  of  the  Lend-Lease  Administra¬ 
tion  to  the  Members  of  Congress. 

In  this  third  extension  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act,  the  minority  members  have 
felt  it  is  important  to  reenforce,  reem¬ 
phasize,  and  redeclare  that  provision  be¬ 
cause  some  questions  developed  during 
the  course  of  the  hearings  as  to  whether 
through  constitutional  procedures  a  loop¬ 
hole  had  not  been  left  through  which  the 
Executive  might  perchance,  in  the  field 
of  post-war  activities,  engage  in  com¬ 
mitments  and  agreements.  For  that 
reason,  as  you  are  well  aware,  five  of  us 
signed  the  minority  report  expressing 
our  viewpoint,  and  this  report  appears 
in  the  Congressional  Record  for  Thurs¬ 
day,  March  8,  page  A1174. 

However,  again,  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
we  were  called  back  in  committee  meet¬ 
ing  and  the  committee  reconsidered  the 
situation,  and  an  amendment  has  been 
added  or  proposed  to  be  added  at  this 
time,  which  once  more  makes  it  possible 
for  the  committee  to  approach  you  with 
unanimity,  urging  the  Congress  to  ex¬ 
tend  this  Lend-Lease  Act. 

Some  of  the  history  of  that  amend¬ 
ment  has  already  been  given.  It  is  the 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  members  of  our 
committee  to  put  into  legislative  lan¬ 
guage  an  expression  of  opinion  repeated 
many  times  by  the  executive  witnesses 
who  appeared  before  us.  There  is  no 
difference  between  their  statements  of 
opinion  and  the  desire  of  the  five  of  us 
who  signed  the  minority  report,  except 
that  we  believe  it  to  be  wise  and  prudent 
to  put  into  legislative  language  that 
declaration  of  policy.  This  amendment 
does  that. 

To  those  of  you  who  have  expressed  to 
me  this  morning  the  fear  that  this 
amendment  does  not  go  far  enough,  that 
it  is  weak  and  vapid,  and  still  leaves 
loopholes,  I  can  say  only  that  it  is  as 
strong  and  as  vigorous  and  as  inclusive 
as  we  felt  it  was  possible  to  draw  and 
have  it  accepted.  We  believe  it  does  the 
Job.  With  this  amendment  added,  there 
can  be  no  post-war  economic  activities 
by  Lend-Lease  except  through  the  most 


flagrant  violation  of  the  intent  of  Con¬ 
gress. 

May  I  call  your  attention  to  some  of 
the  specific  language  of  this  amend¬ 
ment?  In  the  first  place,  may  I  point 
out  that  the  proposed  amendment  says, 
“provided  nothing  in  section  3  (c)  shall 
be  construed  to  authorize  the  President 
to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  contract 
or  agreement  with  a  foreign  power.” 

I  want  to  emphasize  the  words  “or 
carry  out.”  Even  in  this  3-year  clean-up 
period  the  President,  with  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment,  cannot  carry  out  any 
procedures  in  violation  of  the  stipula¬ 
tions  and  inhibitions  set  up  in  the 
amendment.  May  I  point  out  further 
that  in  the  amendment  on  lines  17  and 
18  of  the  committee  print  it  reads  “ex¬ 
cept  that  a  contract  or  agreement  en¬ 
tered  into  in  accordance  with  this  act  in 
which  the  United  States  undertakes  to 
furnish  to  a  foreign  government  defense 
articles,  services,  or  information  for  use 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  present  war  and 
which  provides  for  the  disposition,  on 
terms  and  conditions  of.” 

It  specifically  mentions  the  fact  that 
in  this  continuing  3 -year  period  the  con¬ 
ditions  must  be  the  terms  of  sale,  not 
terms  and  conditions  of  lend  or  of  lease. 

So  we  feel  this  is  a  strong  amendment, 
a  protective  amendment,  a  precaution¬ 
ary  amendment,  an  amendment  which 
•should  make  it  possible  for  friends  of 
lend-lease  as  an  actual  war  aid,  to  join 
with  the  committee  in  supporting  the 
amendment  and  the  extension  of  lend- 
lease  for  an  additional  year  as  amended. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield?  v 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman 
who  is  not  a  lawyer  gave  me  a  brief  in¬ 
terpretation  yesterday  of  what  this 
amendment  means,  which  I  wish  he 
would  share  with  the  rest  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  will  be  happy  to  do  so, 
because  I  feel  that  laymen’s  interpreta¬ 
tions  are  better  than  lawyers’  interpre¬ 
tations  in  matters  of  this  kind.  This 
amendment  means,  in  short,  that  in  the 
post-war  arrangements  there  will  be  no 
supplying  of  material  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  except  for  cash  once  the 
war  has  been  terminated.  It  means  that 
and  that  specifically. 

Mr.  BREHM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREHM.  Is  there  any  reason  why 
this  amendment  could  not  have  been 
adopted  2  years  ago  when  some  of  us 
were  asking  for  it  and  so  strenuously  ob¬ 
jected  to  lend-lease  as  then  written,  so 
that  we  might  have  gone  along  on  the 
roll  call  which  I  did  not  at  that  time? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  No  good  reason,  I  think. 
But,  fortunately,  it  is  still  adopted  before 
the  emergency  which  you  have  antici¬ 
pated  has  arisen. 

Mr.  BREHM.  I  congratulate  the  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  Committee  on  adopting  the 
amendment.  I  shall  now  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Suppose  under  lend- 
lease  they  decide  to  give  China,  for  in¬ 
stance,  an  oil  refinery  of  fifty  or  a  hun¬ 
dred  million  dollars.  They  do  not  have 
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oil  refineries.  It  would  not  be  post-war 
rehabilitation.  It  would  not  be  post¬ 
war  construction.  It  Would  not  be  post¬ 
war  relief,  but  it  would  be  a  lot  of  money 
and  a  great  expense. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  such  a  trans¬ 
action  would  not  be  legal.  I  think  the 
gentleman  has  too  narrowly  defined  the 
word  “rehabilitation.”  I  think  putting 
an  oil  well  in  China  might  well  be  con¬ 
sidered  rehabilitation  since  it  would  be 
done  to  restore  or  rebuild  the  economy 
of  China.  It  could  not  legally  be  done 
under  lend-lease  as  a  post-war  project 
under  our  amendment. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  I  think 
you  should  have  the  word  “development” 
in  there,  in  addition  to  these  other  words, 
because  at  the  Bretton  Woods  Confer¬ 
ence  they  had  quite  an  argument.  Some 
countries  like  China  and  the  Latin 
Americas  wanted  money  for  develop¬ 
ment,  and  they  put  that  additional  word 
into  these  agreements,  because  they  felt 
the  word  “reconstruction”  did  not  cover 
the  word  “development.”  You  will  find 
just  as  much  demand  for  development 
projects  as  for  reconstruction. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  the  word  “re¬ 
habilitation”  would  cover  the  word  “de¬ 
velopment”  although  I  make  no  claim  to 
being  a  second  cousin  to  a  lexicographer. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Nothing 
with  the  prefix  “re”  would  cover  it.  De¬ 
velopment  means  something  new. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  can  give  us  the  reason  behind  ex- 
tendiing  this  act  for  such  a  long  period 
of  time,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  we  all  hope  that  the  war  will  be 
over  in  Europe  this  summer.  What 
justification  is  there  for  not  giving  Con¬ 
gress  an  opportunity  to  look  over  what 
is  going  on  in  lend-lease  without  this 
long  period  of  extension? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  The  gentleman  is 
thinking  of  that  1949  extension  period? 

Mr.  O'HARA.  The  1949  extension 
period;  yes. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think,  with  the 
amendment  which  has  been  proposed, 
and  which  will  be  adopted,  that  the 
3-year  period  becomes  of  value  to  the 
United  States  because  during  that  time 
it  will  be  possible  for  us  to  evaluate  the 
results — to  allow  the  administrators  to 
look  over  their  books  and  establish  debits 
and  credits  and  determine  what  proce¬ 
dures  and  processes  are  going  to  be  en¬ 
tered  into  for  recovery  and  for  disposi¬ 
tion  of  surplus  material.  It  also  makes 
possible  the  carrying  out  of  long-term 
contracts  which  may  be  in  process  of 
fabrication.  Thus,  it  is  limited  to  the 
pulling  back  to  this  country  of  the  strings 
of  lend-lease  in  a  clean-up  proposal,  so 
there  is  nothing  to  fear  in  that  1949  date 
line. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Would  the  proposed 
amendment  permit  the  sale  of  munitions 
to  a  nation  which  might  become  an  ag¬ 
gressor  nation  against  this  country?. 


Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  any  nation  can 
become  an  aggressor  nation  against  this 
country.  If  history  has  taught  me  any¬ 
thing  it  has  taught  me  that  when  we 
have  new  wars  we  sometimes  change 
partners  from  the  war  we  had  last  time; 
so  I  think  any  of  these  things  might  con¬ 
ceivably  be  used  against  us. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  But  this  legisla¬ 
tion  applies  only  to  this  war. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Yes. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Not  to  any  future 
war. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  As  to  any  future  war 
they  would  have  to  save  the  munitions, 
keep  them  well  oiled  and  in  good  condi¬ 
tion  if  they  were  going  to  use  them 
against  us.  We  hope  such  weapons  would 
be  largely  obsolete  before  any  new  war 
could  break  out.  We  all  hope  for  an 
enduring  peace. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  For  3  years  follow¬ 
ing  termination  of  this  war  we  still  would 
be  able  to  sell  munitions  to  other  coun¬ 
tries. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  No;  no  new  sales. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  I  understood  the  gen¬ 
tleman  to  say  that  the  provision  for  sale 
would  include  munitions  of  war. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  No;  no  new  sales  but 
only  a  3-year  period  during  which  to 
complete  contracts  entered  into  before 
the  expiration  of  the  act. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  This  applies  only  to 
contracts  entered  into  during  the  life  of 
the  act. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  correct,  and  it 
provides  for  materials  furnished  or  held 
after  post-war  to  be  paid  for  on  a  cash 
basis  rather  than  on  a  lend-lease  basis. 

A  CHALLENGE  TO  THE  APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE 

I  wish  to  continue  without  interrup¬ 
tion  now,  for  I  have  a  few  words  to  ad¬ 
dress  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions.  I  want  to  refer  to  two  other  items 
beside  this  amendment. 

The  first  is  the  disposition  of  surplus 
property  by  lend-lease.  It  had  been  my 
intention  originally  to  offer  an  amend- 
,  ment  which  would  require  lend-lease  to 
utilize  surplus  property  in  making  avail¬ 
able  to  other  people  American  supplies, 
but  in  an  interchange  of  letters  with  the 
Lend-Lease  Administration  I  have  been 
advised  that  that  is  presently  the  prac¬ 
tice  and  the  policy,  and  that  in  fact  it 
is  interpreted  to  be  the  present  law.  So 
that  at  the  present  time  if  lend-lease 
procurement  officials  conform  with  the 
spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  laws  of  Con¬ 
gress  they  do  consult  surplus  property 
agencies  before  entering  into  any  con¬ 
tract  for  new  supplies  made  available  to 
other  countries.  So  I  believe  such  an 
amendment  would  be  mere  surplusage  at 
this  time. 

[  I  have  one  other  section  I  wish  to  dis¬ 
cuss  briefly  before  I  yield  further;  that 
is  the  use  of  section  6  (b)  of  the  act 
which  is  known  as  the  revolving  fund. 
This,  in  my  opinion,  has  not  received  the 
close  scrutiny  and  attention  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  country  which  it  merits. 
Page  25  of  the  hearings  shows  there  are 
about  $556,000,000 — well  over  half  a  bil¬ 
lion — in  this  revolving  fund.  I  had  an 
amendment  to  this  bill  in  mind  striking 
out  that  entire  section  of  the  bill,  think¬ 
ing  perhaps  that  might  be  a  proper  ap¬ 
proach  to  this  problem.  I  have  decided 


against  that  because  it  seems  to  me  that 
today  section  6(b)  has  become  a  definite, 
established  procedure  in  the  lend-lease 
administrative  bookkeeping  processes, 
and  it  is  one  of  the  established  methods 
by  which  sales  are  made  through  Lend- 
Lease  and  the  receipts  recorded.  Cer- 
tinly  there  has  been  no  abuse  of  the 
money  in  the  revolving  fund  thus  far 
but  it  still  is  a  half-billion  dollar  fund. 

So  it  occurs  to  me  that  a  more  orderly 
approach  and  the  proper  approach  for 
this  Congress  to  make  would  be  for  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  in  de¬ 
termining  the  amount  of  money  they  are 
going  to  make  available  to  Lend  Lease  in 
the  next  fiscal  year,  to  make  a  close  check 
of  the  half  billion  or  more  dollars  avail¬ 
able  in  the  revolving  fund  and  to  use  that 
as  an  offset  against  the  amount  of  money 
requested  for  the  continuance  of  Lend 
Lease.  Thus  we  could  achieve  the  pur¬ 
poses  and  the  objectives  without  impair¬ 
ing  the  present  bookkeeping  procedure  by 
which  the  revolving  fund  is  built  up. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  am  happy  to  yield. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  call  the  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  section  6  con¬ 
tains  very  definite  limitations  as  to  the 
funds.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  must 
approve  the  expenditure  of  the  funds  for 
the  same  purpose;  and  I  believe  the  testi¬ 
mony  is  that  invariably  what  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  Bureau  has  done  has  been  sim¬ 
ply  to  certify  it  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  and  practically  what  he  de¬ 
sires  is  being  done.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  approximately 
correct,  although  the  bill  also  provides 
for  that  money  to  be  spent  in  that  fiscal 
year  or  in  the  succeeding  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  was  just  going  to 
refer  to  that.  There  is  another  limita¬ 
tion,  it  is  not  an  unlimited  proposition. 
It  could  not  be  used  for  more  than  24 
months. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  It  could  not  be  used 
beyond  24  months  and  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  it  amounts  to  an  extension  of 
about  18  months. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  call  this  matter  to 
the  attention  of  the  Congress  and  point  it 
out  to  the  Appropriations  Committee 
simply  to  illustrate  that  there  is  over  a 
$500,000,000  deposit  to  the  credit  of 
America  in  this  account  which  might 
well  be  used  as  an  offset  when  the  time 
comes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  4  ad¬ 
ditional  minutes. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  want  to  refer  to  the  re¬ 
port  given  by  Mr.  Daniels  on  December 
31,  1944.  According  to  the  chart  there 
indicated,  we  have  given  for  lend-lease 
$35,300,000,000,  and  we  have  received  in 
reverse  lend-lease,  according  to  this 
chart  on  page  29,  approximately  $4,000,- 
000,000,  leaving  $32,000,000,000  yet  to 
be  received  in  some  manner.  What  ar¬ 
rangement  has  been  made  by  our  Gov- 
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ernment  with  these  foreign  countries  so 
that  these  obligations  may  either  be  paid 
or  a  disposition  of  the  obligation  made 
under  lend-lease? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  may  say  no  arrange¬ 
ments  have  been  completely  consum¬ 
mated  to  that  up  to  the  present  time. 
The  whole  thing  is  in  the  status  of  flux. 
The  processes  of  lend-lease  are  still  going 
on  and  the  processes  of  lend-lease  in  re¬ 
verse  are  still  coming  in.  We  have  this 
3-year  extension  period  during  which  we 
can  make  these  adjustments  at  the 
proper  time. 

Mr.  RICH.  If  we  were  interested  in 
the  United  States  of  America,  is  this  not 
the  time  to  be  dealing  with  those  foreign 
countries  in  some  sort  of  manner  where¬ 
by  our  country  might  be  protected  in  its 
interests,  especially  the  people  and  the 
taxpayers  of  our  country?  Should  we 
not  be  dealing  with  them  now? 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Yes,  sir.  We  should  be 
dealing  with  them  now  and  I  hope  we 
are,  but  obviously  the  dealings  are  not 
going  to  be  spread  out  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  because 
they  are  in  process  of  consummation. 
We  should  be  dealing  with  them  now 
and  I  hope  we  are. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  point  out  that 
this  cash  receipt  feature  of  lend-lease 
and  the  revolving  fund  I  have  already 
mentioned,  from  now  on  should  well  be 
stepped  up  tremendously,  because  as  we 
approach  this  French  type  of  agreement 
and  receive  down  payments  on  a  cash 
basis,  and  as  we  approach  the  end  of  the 
war  as  we  all  hope  in  the  European 
theater,  there  is  a  likelihood  that  the 
cash  receipts  in  6  (b)  will  be  stepped  up 
tremendously.  Consequently  it  is  im¬ 
portant  that  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  probe  into  the  desirability  of  set¬ 
ting  up  precautionary  legislation  under 
the  Ramseyer  rule  which  will  prevent 
any  misuse  or  extravagance  in  those 
funds.  I  want  to  throw  out  that  thought 
to  be  considered  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee. 

It  is  also  true,  in  my  opinion,  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  should  give 
careful  attention  to  a  tendency  on  the 
part  of  the  Lend-Lease  Administration 
to  use  increasing  liberality  in  its  defini¬ 
tion  of  what  comprises  material  or  sup¬ 
plies  to  be  provided  under  lend-lease. 
We  started  out  with  weapons  of  war, 
food,  and  things  of  that  kind.  The  war 
has  become  pretty  large  and  the  inter¬ 
pretations  had  to  be  pretty  liberal.  We 
are  now,  however,  including  prefabri¬ 
cated  houses  built  for  the  factory  dis¬ 
tricts  of  London.  I  do  not  know  how 
far  we  should  go;  however,  this  is  a  job, 
too,  to  which  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  should  give  its  attention. 

Up  to  now  only  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  of  the  House  has  appar¬ 
ently  scrutinized  carefully  lend-lease  and 
all  the  significant  changes  ever  made  in 
the  law  have  been  made  in  our  commit¬ 
tee.  In  the  other  body,  lend-lease  has 
skidded  through  with  about  as  little  at¬ 
tention  as  a  routine  supply  bill.  The 
Appropriations  Committee  has  estab¬ 
lished  no  restrictions  and  I  submit  that 
we  should  invite  the  cooperation  of  the 
other  committees  and  branches  of  the 
Congress  in  safeguarding  as  much  as  pos¬ 


sible  the  lend-lease  activities  in  the 
future. 

It  is  important  too,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  the  Appropriations  Committees  of 
the  House  and  Senate — especially  the 
Appropriations  Committee  of  the 
House — scrutinize  very  carefully  requests 
from  the  Lend-Lease  Administration  for 
the  carrying  out  of  agreements  such  as 
the  one  recently  signed  with  the  French. 
To  the  extent  that  Congress  retains  a 
tight  check  on  the  expenditures  and  ap¬ 
propriations  of  .  Lend-Lease,  to  that  ex¬ 
tent  Congress  retains  control  of  its  activ¬ 
ities  and  its  projects.  To  the  extent  that 
we  fail  to  regulate  the  expenditures  of 
Lend-Lease,  to  that  extent  we  delegate 
our  responsibility  to  members  of  the 
executive  branch  of  government.  It  is 
on  this  point  that  I  urge  that  the  House 
Committee  on  Appropriations  examine 
with  increased  and  increasing  care  the 
purposes  for  which  lend-lease  funds  are 
requested. 

France  is  in  many  ways  a  special  case. 
France  is  a  fighting  ally  in  this  war . 
whose  countryside  and  cities  have  been 
overrun  by  war  machines.  France  is 
presently  serving  as  a  base  for  our  mili¬ 
tary  operations.  It  was  right  that  we 
should  make  an  agreement  with  the 
French  to  supply  under  the  terms  of 
lend-lease  some  of  the  material  which 
she  needs  and  the  French  agreement  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  just  and  equitable  manner 
in  which  to  determine  the  basis  upon 
which  our  assistance  to  France  should  be 
made  available. 

However,  we  should  move  slowly  and 
with  considerable  care  in  extending  this 
type  of  agreement  and  before  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  expenditure  of  vast  sums  for  sim¬ 
ilar  agreements  in  cases  where  the  per¬ 
suasive  arguments  are  less  compelling. 
Uncle  Sam  has  about  reached  the  bottom 
of  his  barrel.  We  must  begin  measur¬ 
ing  our  generosity  and  good  intentions 
in  terms  of  our  capacity  to  pay  and  the 
requirements  of  our  national  solvency. 
Before  another  large  appropriation  is 
authorized  for  lend-lease  our  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  should  secure  a 
clear-cut  and  detailed  break-down  of 
how  the  money  is  to  be  spent  and  of 
what  further  agreements  if  any  along 
the  line  of  the  French  agreement  are 
in  prospect.  As  we  redefine  and  re¬ 
strict  the  powers  of  Lend-Lease  today  in 
extending  it  another  year  we  should  do 
so  with  the  hope  and  confidence  that  our 
Appropriations  Committee  will  redouble 
its  efforts  to  restrict  to  absolute  essen¬ 
tials  the  purposes  for  which  additional 
lend-lease  funds  will  be  appropriated. 

Mr.  KEE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Trimble]. 

Mr.  TRIMBLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
leave  to  the  senior  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  the  discussion  of  the  tangible  re¬ 
sults  of  lend-lease  and-  the  tangible 
phases  of  it.  As  a  new  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress,  in  my  brief  time  I  would  like  to 
discuss  what  I  think  are  some  of  the 
intangible  results  of  the  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  consider  the  lend- 
lease  program  one  of  the  great  accom¬ 
plishments  of  the  Congress;  and  cer¬ 
tainly  one  of  the  most  productive  for 


good  during  the  war  period.  I  was  im¬ 
pressed  by  the  oneness  of  the  testimony 
of  the  witnesses  who  testified  before  the 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee — and  we  had 
many  witnesses  to  appear  before  the 
committee.  The  testimony  was  convinc¬ 
ing;  that  the  lend-lease  program  has 
been  a  success,  that  it  had  enabled  our 
allies  to  put  armies  in  the  field  in  quick 
time,  thereby  indirectly  saving  the  lives 
of  many  of  our  own  men.  It  also  kept 
the  enemy  off  balance  and  enabled  us,  at 
a  time  when  the  tides  of  fortune  were 
lowest,  to  resist  with  determination  and 
skill. 

But  this  great  advantage  of  lend-lease 
is  outweighed,  to  my  mind,  by  another 
benefit  growing  out  of  it.  Through  lend- 
lease  we  have  been  permitted  to  sit  down 
around  the  council  table  with  our  allies 
and  through  the  perils  of  adversity  we 
have  formed  friendships  that  will  mean 
much  to  us  as  a  nation  in  the  difficult 
year  ahead. 

Cyrus  once  said: 

All  men  have  their  frailties;  and  whoever 
looks  for  a  friend  without  imperfections  will 
never  find  what  he  seeks.  We  love  ourselves 
notwithstanding  our  faults  and  we  ought  to 
love  our  friends  in  like  manner. 

And  Colton  at  another  time  said: 

The  firmest  friends  have  been  found  in 
mutual  adversity;  as  iron  is  most  firmly 
united  by  the  fiercest  flame. 

Certainly  out  of  the  crucible  of  this 
war  and  our  work  together  we  have 
learned  to  understand  each  other’s  faults 
and  each  other’s  virtues  and,  I  think, 
have  unselfishly  tried  to  forge  a  bond  of 
friendship  among  the  nations  who  are 
our  allies.  Our  duty  as  Members  of  the 
Congress  and  as  parents  is  to  do  all  that 
we  possibly  can  to  look  beyond  our  own 
personal  inconveniences  and  heartaches, 
and  to  work  and  vote  for  those  things 
that  will  make  secure  the  generations 
that  will  follow  us. 

Youth  is  the  future.  Youth  is  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  program  of  the  Congress; 
its  effort  to  create  good  will.  Youth  is 
interested  in  lend-lease;  and  from  the 
smoke  and  stench  of  battle  youth  thinks 
of  better  conditions  in  the  world  of  the 
future  and  hopes  that  his  children  will 
not  have  to  undergo  the  trials  which  he 
now  endures. 

I  like  a  little  poem  which  I  read  not 
long  ago,  written  by  Elsie  Robinson, 
which  tells  what  I  want  to  say  far  more 
beautifully  than  I  could  ever  do,  entitled 
“Youth  Speaks”; 

The  sk.y  is  black; 

The  storm  howls  at  the  pane; 

The  trails  my  father 
And  his  father  knew, 

The  paths  they  followed. 

The  good  fields  they  plowed 
Are  swamped  beneath  the  uproar 
Of  the  flood: 

The  sheltered  garden 
Which  my  mother  grew 
And  where  we  children  played 
In  peaceful  days, 

That,  too,  is  blotted  out 
With  all  the  rest: 

There  is  no  spot 
On  all  this  mad,  sick  star 
Where  one  may  rest 
Or  feel  secure, 

They’re  gone, 

The  world's  at  war. 

Am  I,  too,  lost 
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In  that  same 
Hell  of  hate? 

Am  I,  too,  doomed 
Because  I’ll  never  know 
The  carefree,  laughing  years 
My  elders  knew. 

Are  there  to  be 
No  April  dusks  for  me, 

Cobwebbed  with  stars? 

No  singing  dawns 
When  all  the  air’s 
Apulse  with  ecstasy? 

Must  I  plod  on 

Through  the  years  bereft  of  dreams, 
Robbed  of  all  reason  and  delight. 

As  lost  as  some  dead  thing 
The  flood  has  spewed 
Prom  out  its  grave? 

Am  I,  too,  lost 
Because  my  elders 
Went  insane  with  hate 
And  must  the  very  air 
Be  poisoned  for  me 
Evermore? 

Am  I,  too,  lost? 

Beneath  the  screams  and  sobs, 

The  senseless  waiting. 

And  the  racking  pain. 

My  heart  cries  “No!” 

I  am  not  lost! 

There  is  within  me  something 
Which  no  storm  can  kill. 

Something  that  lasts 
Though  all  the  old  ways  pass 
And  young  dreams  dim: 

Something  that  neither  hate 
Nor  greed  nor  fear  can  change — 
Something, 

A  spark  God  planted 
In  my  shapeless  clay 
When  first  He  molded  me 
And  called  me  son, 

I  am  not  lost! 

Though  all  the  rest  shall  change 
This  spark  lives  on  trumphant 
And,  from  the  bloody  rubble 
At  my  feet 
I’ll  build  a  cleaner, 

Better,  larger  world 
In  days  to  come: 

I  am  not  lost 

As  long  as  God  lives  on! 

Out  of  this  backlog  of  good  will  we 
are  building  we  can  leave  a  heritage  to 
the  youth  of  the  land. 

I  hope  that  the  bill  H.  R.  2013  is  passed 
by  this  House  by  a  unanimous  vote. 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  yield  myself  such  time  as  I  may  desire. 

Mr.  Chairman,  all  through  the  hear¬ 
ings  on  lend-lease  I  took  the  position  that 
we  should  continue  lend-lease  as  a  mu¬ 
tual  military-aid  measure  but  that  it 
should  not  be  used  as  a  post-war  mecha¬ 
nism  for  post-war  rehabilitation  or  for 
post-war  reconstruction. 

At  first  we  who  shared  this  view  were 
unable  to  limit  lend-lease  to  war  use. 
Several  of  us  filed  a  minority  report,  in 
which  we  insisted  it  should  be  confined 
to  a  mutual  war-aid  measure,  and  post¬ 
war  rehabilitation  and  reconstruction 
policy  should  be  separately  and  specifi¬ 
cally  authorized  by  Congress. 

We  have  now  succeeded  in  writing  into 
this  measure  limitations  which  would 
prohibit  the  President  from  entering  into 
or  carrying  out  any  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  with  a  foreign  government  for  post¬ 
war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or 
post-war  reconstruction,  with  a  single 
exception.  There  may  be  a  sale  of  de¬ 
fense  articles  to  a  foreign  government 
when  they  are  no  longer  necessary  for 
use  by  such  government  in  the  defense 
of  the  United  States.  This  seems  to  me 


to  be  along  the  proper  lines  and  is  a  step 
in  the  right  direction. 

Under  the  circumstances,  therefore,  I 
do  not  believe  additional  amendments 
will  be  offered  by  members  of  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee,  and  I  intend  to  sup¬ 
port  and  vote  for  this  measure. 

(Mr.  CHIPERFIELD  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  JonkmanI. 

(Mr.  JONKMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
may  safely  be  said,  I  believe,  that  we  are 
all  in  favor  of  extending  the  Lend-Lease 
Act  for  another  year.  It  has  been  said 
by  high  officials  that  it  would  be  un¬ 
thinkable  not  to  do  so,  and  I  agree  that 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  even  think  of  dis¬ 
continuing  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

On  the  other  hand,  high  officials  in 
the  administration,  from  the  President 
down,  are  equally  agreed  that  lend- 
lease  should  end  with  the  war.  As 
President  Roosevelt  said  in  the  seven¬ 
teenth  lend-lease  report: 

Lend-lease  and  reverse  Ignd-lease  are  a 
system  of  combined  war  supply.  It  should 
end  with  the  war. 

I  believe  that  the  overwhelming  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  American  people  are  agreed 
that  it  should  continue  to  the  end  of  the 
war  but  should  with  equal  certainty  end 
with  the  war. 

The  purpose  of  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  which  you  will  find  recited  in  yes¬ 
terday’s  Congressional  Record,  is  to  ac¬ 
complish  both  of  these  objectives. 
Neverthless  the  attainment  of  these  ob¬ 
jectives  will  depend,  under  this  legisla¬ 
tion,  entirely  on  the  good  faith  of  the 
administration.  Under  modern  condi¬ 
tions,  where  war  has  become  an  all-out 
war,  and  almost  every  commodity,  with 
the  exception  of  a  few  luxuries,  can  be 
considered  as  necessities  for  carrying  on 
the  war,  it  is  a  simple  matter  to  desig¬ 
nate  and  classify  articles  primarily  for 
civilian  use,  as  defense  articles.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  just  what  has 
been  done  in  the  French  agreement  of 
February  28,  1945,  making  a  lend-lease 
agreement  for  post-war  rehabilitation 
and  reconstruction  by  the  simple  ex¬ 
pedient  of  executing  it  before  the  war 
is  ended  and  calling  it  war  necessity. 

The  so-called  French  lend-lease  con¬ 
tract  consists  of  three  distinct  agree¬ 
ments:  First,  a  master  agreement  identi¬ 
cal  with  those  entered  into  with  the 
United  Kingdom,  China,  the  Soviet 
Union,  and  other  countries;  second,  a 
reciprocal  aid  agreement  similar  to  those 
entered  into  with  the  United  Kingdom, 
Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  others;  and, 
finally,  third,  an  agreement  under  sec¬ 
tion  3  (c)  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for  the 
benefit  of  France  only.  No  one  can  suc¬ 
cessfully  deny  that  under  the  first  and 
second  agreements  we  would  be  able  to 
give  France  all  the  military  lend- 
lease  she  needs  for  the  purpose  of  win¬ 
ning  the  war  and  until  the  day  of  vic¬ 
tory.  This  has  been  true  of  the  master 
agreements  with  all  the  other  nations, 
and  France  would  not  be  an  exception. 


Why  then  do  we  need  the  third  agree¬ 
ment  under  3  (c) ,  unless  it  is  for  post¬ 
war  use?  The  agreement  with  France 
under  3  (c)  gives  the  answer  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  words: 

In  the  preliminary  agreement  of  February 
28,  1945,  between  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the  Provisional 
Government  of  France  on  the  principles  ap¬ 
plying  to  mutual  aid,  each  contracting  Gov¬ 
ernment  undertakes  to  provide  the  other 
with  such  articles,  services,  facilities,  and 
information  useful  in  the  prosecution  of 
their  common  war  undertaking  as  each  may 
be  in  a  position  to  supply. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  Provisional  Government  of 
France  desire  to  insure  the  continuing  pro¬ 
vision  of  such  articles,  services,  facilities  or 
information  without  interruption  owing  to 
any  uncertainty  as  to  the  date  when  the  mil¬ 
itary  resistance  of  the  common  enemy  may 
cease;  and  desire  to  insure  further  that  such 
articles,  services,  facilities,  or  information 
as  shall  be  agreed  to  be  furnished  by  the 
United  States  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
war  aid  to  the  Provisional  Government  of 
France  shall  be  disposed  of  and  transferred, 
following  a  determination  by  the  President 
that  such  aid  is  no  longer  necessary  to  the 
prosecution  of  the  war,  in  an  orderly  man¬ 
ner  which  will  best  promote  their  mutual 
interests. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  My  question  is  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  information.  I  was 
led  to  believe  by  what  I  saw  in  the  press 
that  this  extra  lend-lease  agreement  was 
based  upon  some  sort  of  a  contract; 
that  it  was  a  loan  of  something  like  $2,- 
500,000,000  on  which  France  was  to  pay 
us  an  interest  rate  and  finally  liquidate 
it  over  a  period  of  years.  Is  that  true 
or  not? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Yes;  that  is  true. 
If  the  gentleman  will  bear  with  me,  I 
will  cover  that  a  little  later  in  my  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  have  been  concerned 
over  the  shortage  of  farm  machinery  in 
the  Middle  West  section  of  the  country, 
and  I  am  disturbed  by  information  which 
I  have  received  relative  to  a  considerable 
amount  of  farm  machinery  that  has 
been  shipped  under  lend-lease.  We  have 
difficulty  out  there  in  getting  some  very 
necessary  farm  machinery  for  our  farm¬ 
ers.  I  wonder  if  the  gentleman  has  any¬ 
thing  to  offer  in  the  way  of  comfort  to 
our  farmers  who  cannot  get  the  farm 
machinery  which  this  bill  would  author¬ 
ize  to  be  furnished  to  foreign  countries 
under  lend-lease  agreements;  or  under 
the  system  which  now  exists? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  know  of  nothing  in 
the  lend-lease  agreement  which  would 
change  that  process.  Schedule  I  con¬ 
tains  provision  for  $250,000,000  to  France 
of  short-lived  machinery ;  whatever  that 
is,  I  do  not  know.  Schedule  II  contains 
another  provision  for  $100,000,000,  and 
the  other  for  $150,000,000  for  various 
kinds  of  machinery  for  production. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  A  great  deal  of  the 
farm  machinery  of  this  country  has  de¬ 
teriorated  to  such  an  extent  that  one 
might  say  their  life  has  expired.  Has 
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anybody  given  any  consideration  to 
that? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  covered  by  the  lend-lease  agree¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Wyoming.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Wyoming.  Can  the 
gentleman  tell  us  when  the  post-war 
period  commences  under  the  proposed 
committee  amendment?  Is  that  when 
hostilities  have  ended  or  when  the  war 
is  officially  declared  by  the  Congress  to 
be  ended? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Of  course,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  well  knows  that  is  something 
which  has  been  discussed  a  great  deal. 
Nobody  knows  when  the  war  is  going  to 
end.  I  mean,  when  the  war  will  have 
ended  or  what  will  end  the  war. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Wyoming.  That  is 
right.  As  I  recollect,  after  the  last  war, 
it  was  1921  before  it  was  officially  de¬ 
clared  to  be  ended. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  And  it  could  have 
ended  12  or  18  months  earlier. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Wyoming.  That  is 
right.  What  assurance  do  we  have  that 
this  war,  let  us  say  particularly  the  war 
with  Germany,  shall  be  declared  to  be 
ended  in  1948  when  hostilities  may  cease 
in  April,  we  hope,  of  1945? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  do  not  think  we 
have  any  assurance  whatsoever. 

Mr.  BARRETT  of  Wyoming.  May  I 
ask  one  more  question?  Assuming  that 
the  war  against  Japan  is  carried  on  for 
a  matter  of  2  years  after  the  war  with 
Germany  ends,  could  not  lend-lease  be 
continued  as  to  all  these  European  coun¬ 
tries  during  that  interim  period? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  There  is  not  any 
question  about  that. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  What 
assurance  do  we  have  with  the  commit¬ 
tee  amendment  that  it  will  terminate  all 
of  this  rehabilitation  and  reconstruction 
aid  after  the  war? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  None  whatsoever  ex¬ 
cept  the  good  faith  of  the  adminis¬ 
tration. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Then 
the  amendment  does  not  really  make  it 
mandatory  to  stop  this  post-war  rehabil¬ 
itation? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Under  a  statement 
made  by  a  man  who  I  think  has  tremen¬ 
dous  influence  in  the  policy  making  of 
this  Government,  who  is  one  of  the  Jus¬ 
tices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  who  said  sometime,  ago  “the 
notion  that  because  the  words  of  a  stat¬ 
ute  are  plain,  that,  therefore,  the  mean¬ 
ing  is  also  plain,  is  just  pernicious  over¬ 
simplification.” 

Under  that  definition  I  do  not  think 
you  can  frame  words  that  would  protect 
the  American  people. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Can 
the  gentleman  tell  me  why  it  is  there  are 
so  many  people  in  high  places  who  want 
to  literally  take  the  shirts  off  the  backs 
of  the  American  people  and  give  it  away? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  presume  because  it 
is  to  their  personal  benefit. 


Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Did  the  gen¬ 
tleman  inquire  to  what  extent,  if  any, 
American  naval  vessels  have  been  turned 
over  to  our  allies  under  the  lend-lease 
act,  if  it  is  not  a  matter  of  secrecy? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  do  not  think  that 
matter  was  gone  into. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  Does  the 
gentleman  appreciate  that  under  the 
amendment  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
them  using  lend-lease  money  to  build  a 
proposed  T.  V.  A.  on  the  Yangtze  River 
in  China? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  would  not  say  that 
I  am  fully  aware  of  that,  but  I  suspect  it. 

Miss  SUMNER  of  Illinois.  They  have 
recently  put  about  15  percent  of  the  total 
expenditure  of  lend-lease  into  the  money 
for  Prance,  and  they  attempt  to  justify 
it  on  the  ground  that  that  is  the  only 
way  they  could  get  France  into  the  war, 
and  perhaps  they  will  pay  afterward, 
although  that  does  not  seem  to  be  very 
important.  There  are  many  countries 
like  Turkey  and  others  who  have  decided 
to  come  into  the  war,  now  that  it  is  prac¬ 
tically  over,  in  order  to  get  in  at  the 
peace  table  and  get  their  adequate  con¬ 
sideration.  Does  the  gentleman  think 
that  we  dare  vote  for  this  thing  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  amounts  like  that  have 
been  given  to  France,  and  if  other  coun¬ 
tries  come  into  the  war  at  this  late  date 
and  might  be  treated  similarly,  we  might 
pay  almost  as  much  for  lend-lease  post¬ 
war  consideration  as  we  have  paid  dur¬ 
ing  the  war,  for  no  obvious  purpose  that 
I  can  see. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  will  say  that  at 
least  it  should  cause  us  to  pause  and 
reflect,  and  I  think  be  filled  with  more 
or  less  apprehension. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  At  the  conclusion  of 
the  last  war  the  gentleman  will  remem¬ 
ber  we  had  in  bacon  and  sugar  and  edible 
commodities  about  $2,500,000,000  over  in 
France.  France  was  our  ally  then  to  a 
greater  extent  than  she  is  now  and  the 
French  Government  immediately  passed 
an  export  bill  which  provided  that  it 
could  not  be  exported,  and  we  had  to 
finally  let  them  keep  it  there  at  about 
16%  cents  on  the  dollar.  I  am  wonder¬ 
ing  when  all  the  defaults  were  made  at 
that  time  by  the  French  Government,  if 
we  should  afford  now  to  believe  that  we 
have  a  fair  opportunity  of  ever  getting 
any  appreciable  part  of  the  $2,500,000,000 
that  is  proposed  to  go  to  France  under 
this  lend-lease  loan  agreement. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  would  not  bank  on 
it  sufficiently  to  spend  any  part  of  it. 

In  this  particular  3  (c)  agreement 
there  are  two  schedules,  one  a  list  totaling 
one  billion  six  hundred  and  seventy-five 
million,  and  the  other  totalling  nine  hun¬ 
dred  million.  The  second  schedule  is 
ostensibly  and  admittedly  more  adapted 
to  post-war  use  than  the  first,  but  both, 
to  a  layman  at  least,  bear  the  earmarks 


of  post-war-reconstruction-end  use  rath¬ 
er  than  war-end  use,  and,  of  course,  im¬ 
mediately  upon  the  ending  of  the  war, 
be  that  tomorrow  or  any  other  day,  will 
be  for  the  former  purpose.  In  fact,  the 
Acting  Secretary  of  State,  Joseph  C. 
Grew,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry 
Morgenthau,  Jr.,  and  Foreign  Economic 
Administrator  Leo  T.  Crowley  in  an 
official  statement  on  February  23,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  New  York  Times,  March  1, 
said: 

The  first  two  agreements  with  the  French 
are  based  on  the  same  principles  as  the  lend- 
lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  agreements  made 
by  the  United  States  with  our  other  allies. 
The  third  agreement  is  the  first  to  be  con¬ 
cluded  with  any  of  the  United  Nations.  A 
similar  agreement  is  in  negotiation  with  the 
Soviet  Union. 

*  *  *  *  ♦ 

Supplies  and  services  under  schedule  1  do 
not  include  finished  armament,  etc.,  for 
the  use  of  French  military  forces.  Up  to 
the  extent  that  they  are  not  found  to  be 
necessary  in  the  joint  war  effort  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  any  undelivered  balances  of  schedule 
1  items  may,  subject  to  the  reservation  of 
the  President  to  withhold  in  the  national 
interest,  be  acquired  by  the  French.  Such 
items  are  to  be  paid  for  by  the  French  in 
30  annual  installments,  beginning  July 
1,  1946,  or  on  the  1st  day  of  July  following 
delivery  with  interest  at  2%  percent  per  an¬ 
num. 

In  other  words,  all  that  is  necessary  to 
vitiate  the  effect  of  the  committee 
amendment  is  for  administration  offi¬ 
cials  to  say  that  what  are  in  fact  post¬ 
war  rehabilitation  and  reconstruction 
supplies,  are  needed  and  necessary  for 
the  winning  of  the  war,  and  then  to 
execute  the  agreements  while  the  war  is 
on  and  carry  them  out  under  the  3-year 
period  provided  in  3  (c) .  All  this  without 
Congress  being  permitted  to  pass  upon 
it,  except  by  way  of  implementing  the 
agreements  by  appropriations.  There  is 
the  further  consideration  that  only 
thirty-five  billions  of  the  seventy-odd 
billions  already  appropriated  by  Con¬ 
gress  for  lend-lease  have  been  expended, 
leaving  some  thirty-five  billions  which 
would  in  all  probability  be  available  for 
this  purpose. 

In  addition,  it  must  be  considered  that 
there  have  been  what  I  consider  some¬ 
thing  more  than  mere  rumors  of  agree¬ 
ments  similar  to  the  French  agreement 
in  the  process  of  making  with  Russia, 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  perhaps  will 
be  with  China,  Holland,  Belgium,  and 
so  forth. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  the  gentleman  1  ad¬ 
ditional  minute. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Would  it  be  possible 
to  construe  the  language  of  this  bill  as 
authorizing  the  President  to  enter  into 
commitments  now  to  be  fulfilled  per¬ 
haps  10  or  15  years  from  now? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  That  is  what  I  just 
got  through  saying — that  very  thing. 
There  is  nothing  to  prevent  their  doing 
that,  and  I  believe  that  is  what  they  are 
doing  in  the  case  of  the  French  now. 
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If  the  French  agreement  is  proceeded 
with,  that  is  what  they  are  going  to  do 
in  the  case  of  the  Russian,  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  Chinese  agreements. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Certainly  I  do  not 
believe  either  side  of  the  aisle  would  be 
willing  to  confer  powers  of  that  kind 
that  extend  way  into  the  next  decade. 
To  me  that  is  indefensible. 

Is  there  a  minority  report  on  this 
measure  from  the  committee? 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  There  is  a  minority 
report. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  hearings  I  tried  to  ascer¬ 
tain  something  of  the  probability  of 
other  agreements  with  other  nations 
similar  to  the  French  agreement  through 
questions  as  follows  : 

Mr.  Jonkman.  Mr.  Crowley,  Is  It  your 
opinion  That  the  proposed  or  talked-of  six 
billion  credit  to  Russia  can  be  handled  under 
lend-lease  on  the  same  general  principles 
as  the  two  billion,  five  hundred  million  to 
Prance? 

Mr.  Crowley.  Certainly  we  do  not  have  any 
money  available  for  that.  I  would  assume 
that  any  amount  of  that  size  would  have  to 
be  appropriated  by  Congress.  That  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  that  is  entirely  outside  lend-lease. 

Mr.  Jonkman.  But  assuming  you  had  that 
appropriation? 

Mr.  Crowley.  If  Congress  gave  us  the 
money  and  told  us  we  should  use  it  for  that 
purpose,  I  suppose  we  would  do  that.  But 
the  six  billion  credit  is  not  connected  with 
supplies  for  the  war. 

Mr.  Jonkman.  Don’t  you  think  that  this 
thirty-five  billion  total  appropriation  which 
has  been  appropriated  directly  to  the  Army 
and  Navy  would  be  available  for  that  pur¬ 
pose? 

Mr.  Crowley.  No. 

Mr.  Davidson.  It  would  not  be  available  for 
that  purpose.  The  Russian  interest  in  this 
six  billion  loan  is  with  respect  to  post-war 
supplies.  There  is  no  relationship  to  the 
carrying  on  of  the  war.  I  think  we  all  agree 
that  the  only  purpose  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act 
is  to  furnish  supplies  which  will  help  in  the 
defense  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Crowley.  Even  though  next  Monday 
morning  one  of  our  allies  came  along  and 
paid  us  $10,000,000,000  on  their  debt — which 
is  going  quite  a  long  ways — I  would  not  as¬ 
sume  that  we  would  have  a  right  to  take 
that  $10,000,000,000  and  loan  it  to  Russia  for 
a  period  of  25  or  30  years  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  Congress  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

Mr.  Jonkman.  I  quite  agree  with  you  on 
that.  But  what  is  the  difference  between 
Russia  and  others?  I  think  you  have  already 
answered  that,  but  I  want  to  be  certain. 

Mr.  Davidson.  There  are  two  categories 
of  supplies  in  which  they  are  interested.  The 
$6,000,000,000  figure  you  mention  relates  to 
equipment  which  the  Soviet  Union  wants 
for  post-war  purposes. 

There  is  another  category  of  a  very 
much  smaller  amount  which  they  need 
for  carrying  on  the  war.  Those  are  the 
items  which  are  included  in  the  Russian 
3  (c)  proposal  which  we  made  last  sum¬ 
mer. 

Mr.  Jonkman.  Why  do  you  distinguish  be¬ 
tween  the  $900,000,000  that  is  going  to  be 
advanced  to  France  and  the  $6,000,000,000  to 
Russia? 

Mr.  Davidson.  The  $6,000,000,000  bears  no 
relation  to  the  war. 

Mr.  Jonkman.  Do  you  claim  that  the  $900,- 
000,000  advanced  to  France  does? 

Mr.  Davidson.  Yes. 

Now,  it  would  seem  that  in  the  above 
questioning  I  did  not  get  very  far  or 
secure  very  much  information,  and  yet 


I  got  further  than  the  record  shows.  I 
do  not  wish  to  make  a  mountain  out  of 
a  molehill,  but  in  the  transcript,  one  of 
these  paragraphs  read: 

There  is  another  category  of  a  much 
smaller  amount  which  they  need  for  carry¬ 
ing  on  the  war.  I  think  that  is  in  the  range 
of  around  $500,000,000.  Those  are  the  items 
which  are  included  in  the  Russian  3  (c)  pro¬ 
posal  which  we  made  last  summer. 

In  checking  the  galley  proof  I  noticed 
tljat  the  statement,  “I  think  that  is  in 
the  range  of  around  $500,000,000”  was 
missing,  and  upon  turning  to  the  tran¬ 
script  I  found  that  it  had  been  crossed 
out  and  deleted;  I  do  not  know  by  whom, 
or  why  this  was  done,  but  it  was  the 
only  part  of  the  answers  that  was  spe¬ 
cific  and  satisfactory  to  me,  because  by 
identifying  a  $500,000,000  agreement,  I 
assumed  that  I  had  eliminated  the 
$6,000,000,000  post-war  agreement.  And 
it  is  precisely  this  paucity  of  informa¬ 
tion  and  apparent  reluctance  to  give 
information  that  makes  me  wonder 
whether  the  French  agreement  is  only 
the  beginning  of  similar  agreements  for 
post-war  rehabilitation  and  reconstruc¬ 
tion  with  other  nations.  For  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact  a  far  more  frank  and  com¬ 
plete  statement  had  already  appeared 
in-the  New  York  Times  of  March  1,  the 
day  after  the  agreements  were  signed. 
There  was  not  only  the  text  of  the  offi¬ 
cial  statement  already  referred  to,  but 
a  newspaper  article  running  alongside 
of  it  which  is  as  follows: 

A  lend-lease  agreement .  was  signed  with 
France  at  the  State  Department  today,  pro¬ 
viding,  for  the  first  time,  for  the  furnishing 
of  civilian  goods  and  equipment  useful  not 
only  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war  but  for 
reconstruction  in  the  period  following  the 
cessation  of  hostilities.  The  maximum 
amount  stipulated  in  the  civilian-goods  pro¬ 
gram  was  $2,575,000,000. 

Announcement  was  made  at  the  same  time 
that  a  similar  agreement  on  civilian  goods  is 
in  the  process  of  negotiations  with  the  Soviet 
Union.  According  to  some  reports,  Russia 
has  been  seeking  a  total  in  this  category  of 
about  $6,000,000,000. 

»  *  *  *  » 

The  civilian-goods  program  was  worked  out 
under  section  3  (c)  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act, 
which  permits  the  delivery  of  any  lend-lease 
materials  that  are  on  order  or  are  in  process 
of  construction  or  delivery,  in  fulfillment  of 
contract  terms  over  3  years  after  the  war, 
during  which  time  arrangements  will  be 
made  for  settlement. 

Resort  was  said  to  have  been  made  to  this 
section  for  the  first  time  in  view  of  the 
urgency  of  post-war  reconstruction  in  Europe 
and  the  failure,  to  date,  of  Congress  to  enact 
measures  covering  repeal  of  the  Johnson  Act 
against  foreign  loans,  approval  of  plans  for 
an  international  bank  worked  out  at  the 
Bretton  Woods  Conference,  and  expansion  of 
the  lending  powers  abroad  of  the  R.  F.  C. 

*  *  +  *  * 

All  of  them  were  specified  to  apply  to  mili¬ 
tary  purposes,  although  the  civilian  goods 
and  equipment  will,  of  course,  be  highly  use¬ 
ful  in  reconstruction  after'the  war. 

The  amount  of  aid  to  be  furnished  under 
the  standard  master  lend-lease  agreement 
was  not  announced:  although,  manifestly,  it 
will  depend  on  military  factors  in  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  war. 

I  could  quote  at  great  length  from  this 
official  text  given  out  by  Messrs.  Grew, 
Morgenthau,  and  Crowley,  as  well  as  the 
news  item  which  accompanied  it  as  an¬ 
nouncements  from  these  officials  in  addi¬ 


tion  to  the  text  of  the  statement.  How¬ 
ever,  I  think  this  is  sufficient  to  give  a  far 
better  picture  of  the  status  and  intent 
of  the  French  agreement,  as  well  as  the 
proposed  Russian  agreement  for  $6,000,- 
000,000.  When  we  consider  that  these 
may  be  followed  by  five  billion  to  Eng¬ 
land  and  six  billion  to  China  and  other 
nations  that  may  desire  post-war  reha¬ 
bilitation  and  reconstruction,  it  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  cause  the  American  people  to 
pause,  reflect,  and  become  apprehensive 
as  to  where  this  program  will  end;  and 
all  this  without  any  opportunity  for  Con¬ 
gress  to  pass  upon  it  as  is  to  be  done  in 
the  Dumbarton  Oaks  agreement,  the 
Bretton  Woods  proposals  for  an  interna¬ 
tional  bank  and  stabilization  fund,  as 
well  as  the  other  post-war  economic  re¬ 
habilitation  measures. 

Last  week  Congress  passed  the  bill  in¬ 
creasing  the  debt  limit  to  $300,000,000,- 
000.  At  the  beginning  of  the  thirties  the 
total  wealth  of  the  United  States,  repre¬ 
senting  an  accumulation  of  150  years, 
was  estimated  at  $320,000,000,000  with  a 
national  debt  of  twenty  billions,  or  a  net 
worth  of  just  about  equal  to  what  our 
national  debt  will  be  in  a  few  months, 
and  which  is  no\£  estimated  at  two  hun¬ 
dred  and  forty  billions.  In  other  words, 
we  will  have  spent  our  entire  accumula¬ 
tion  of  150  years.  There  is  a  limit  some¬ 
where. 

We,  of  course,  can  spare  no  expense  in 
the  winning  of  the  war.  The  American 
people  also  will  want  to  help  the  stricken 
nations  to  help  themselves.  But  before 
measures  are  taken  for  such  an  ambitious 
program  in  rehabilitation  and  recon¬ 
struction,  Congress  should  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  pass  upon  them.  This  ac¬ 
tion  of  Congress  should  not  be  circum¬ 
vented  and  bypassed  through  the  making 
of  agreements  for  post-war  aid  under  the 
guise  that  they  are  win-the-war  con¬ 
tracts. 

I  shall  vote  for  the  bill  in  the  hope  that 
the  administration  will  carry  out  the  in¬ 
tent  of  Congress  as  provided  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment. 

(Mr.  JONKMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 

marfcg  J 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Bland], 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Merchant  Marine  and  Fish¬ 
eries  has  been  holding  hearings  on  the 
so-called  ship-sales  bill.  In  the  course  of 
the  hearings  last  Friday  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  the  attention  of  your  committee 
was  directed  to  a  recent  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  the  Provi¬ 
sional  Government  of  France,  whereby 
the  United  States  undertook  to  transfer 
certain  articles  and  services  to  the  Pro¬ 
visional  Government  of  France,  includ¬ 
ing  articles  defined  as  merchant  marine, 
of  an  estimated  cost  of  $140,000,000 — - 
harbor  craft,  fishing  fleets,  and  inland  - 
water  craft.  There  was  considerable 
confusion  occasioned  by  reason  of  the 
reading  of  the  agreement  and  the  provi¬ 
sions  with  reference  to  it. 

I  have  a  letter  dated  March  12,  1945, 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Foreign  Economic 
Administration,  which  I  shall  read  if  I 
may  do  so  under  the  rules  of  the  House. 


No.  47 - 8 


March  13 


2166  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  be  permitted  to  read  this  letter. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ELAND.  The  letter  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Department  of  State, 
Washington,  March  12,  1945. 
The  Honorable  Schuyler  Otis  Bland, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  the  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bland:  We  understand  that 
at  the  hearings  on  the  ship-disposal  bill, 
H.  R.  1425,  held  on  March  9.  1945,  a  question 
was  raised  with  respect  to  the  possible  trans¬ 
fer  of  vessels  as  part  of  a  war  supnly  program 
to  the  Provisional  Government  of  France  un¬ 
der  the  3  (c)  lend-lease  agreement,  signed 
February  28,  1945.  It  was  alleged  that  this 
agreement  provided  for  terms  of  payment  for 
vessels  which  would  be  more  favorable  than 
those  granted  to  citizen  purchasers  under  the 
provisions  of  H.  R.  1425. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  ship-disposal  legis¬ 
lation  is  now  under  consideration  by  Con¬ 
gress,  the  Department  of  State  and  the  For¬ 
eign  Economic  Administration  have  agreed 
with  M.  Monnet,  Special  Envoy  of  the  Pro¬ 
visional  Government  of  France,  that  there 
will  be  no  transfer  of  title  of  ocean-going 
merchant  vessels  under  the  terms  of  the  3(c) 
lend-lease  agreement.  If  at  some  subsequent 
time  it  becomes  necessary  to  consider  trans¬ 
fer  of  vessels  to  France  or  to  any  other  foreign 
government,  the  provisions  of  such  legislation 
as  may  then  exist  bearing  on  the  subject  will 
be  followed. 

Sincerely  yours, 

E.  R.  Stettinius,  Jr., 

Secretary  of  State. 
Leo  T.  Crowley, 

Administrator, 

Foreign  Economic  Administration. 

Mr.  Chairman,  some  question  arose  as 
to  the  possible  effect  of  charter  agree¬ 
ments  and,  as  I  previously  stated  today, 
I  understand  from  Mr.  Oscar  Cox,  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator  of  the  Foreign  Eco¬ 
nomic  Administration,  that  there  are  no 
charter  agreements  made  or  to  be  made 
other  than  the  merely  lend-lease  agree¬ 
ments  which  are  authorized  by  law  and 
which  are  to  expire  at  the  conclusion  of 
the  war  with  Germany  or  Japan,  which¬ 
ever  may  occur  the  later,  and  6  months 
thereafter.  So  that  as  to  these  particu¬ 
lar  items,  plus  the  amendment  which 
will  be  offered  here  today  as  a  commit¬ 
tee  amendment,  I  think  the  situation  is 
taken  care  of  with  reference  to  disposal 
of  ships.  The  terms  appearing  in  the 
French  agreement  are  different  from 
those  in  the  bill  now  appearing  before 
the  committee  and,  if  adopted,  would 
have  led  to  confusion  in  its  considera¬ 
tion,  but  it  will  be  noted  that  the  letter 
reads  that  “if  at  some  subsequent  time  it 
becomes  necessary  to  consider  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  vessels  to  France  or  to  any  other 
foreign  government,  the  provisions  of 
such  legislation  as  may  then  exist  bear¬ 
ing  on  the  subject  will  be  followed. 

Communications  from  the  State  De¬ 
partment  and  a  report  made  on  March 
3,  as  I  recall,  to  the  committee  show  that 
no  definite  commitments  have  been 
made. 

The  letter  from  Joseph  C.  Grew,  Act¬ 
ing  Secretary  of  State,  is  as  follows: 


Department  of  State, 
Washington,  March  3,  1945. 
The  Honorable  Schuyler  Ctis  Bland, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  House  of  Representatives. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bland:  Reference  Is  made  to 
your  letter  of  January  15,  1945,  In  which  you 
request  further  Information  concerning  ar¬ 
rangements  or  agreements  with  other  coun¬ 
tries  involving  commitments  for  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  vessels  after  the  war. 

No  arrangements  or  agreements  commit¬ 
ting  the  United  States  to  post-war  disposi¬ 
tion  of  vessels  to  foreign  governments  or 
foreign  individuals  have  been  made  by  tftis 
Government  or  by  its  authorized  representa¬ 
tives.  However,  agreements  have  been  made 
with  Norway,  Brazil,  and  Chile  which  prcv  de 
in  general  terms  for  aid  in  replacement  or 
rehabilitation.  The  Department  of  State 
takes  the  position  that  these  agreements 
should  be  honored  in  their  spirit  and  that 
the  absence  of  similar  arrangements  with 
our  other  allies  who  have  likewise  lost  ton¬ 
nage  in  the  common  war  effort  shou'd  not 
preclude  reasonable  consideration  of  their 
merchant-marine  problems. 

Information  concerning  the  lend-lease 
agreement  with  Norway  was  furnished  with 
the  Department’s  letter  of  December  11,  1944. 
While  that  agreement  does  not  constitute  a 
commitment  to  replace  lost  Norwegian  ships, 
it  is  in  the  nature  cf  an  assurance  of  the 
willingness  cf  this  Government  to  assist  in 
the  rehabilitation  of  Norway’s  merchant 
fleet. 

On  September  30,  1942,  this  Government 
entered  into  an  agreement  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Brazil  relating  to  the  chartering  by 
Brazil  of  13  vessels  to  the  United  States  and 
the  maintenance  in  service  between  the 
United  States  and  Brazil  of  23  additional  Bra¬ 
zilian  vessels.  This  agreement  provided  for 
charter  hire  of  $1  per  vessel  per  month.  The 
principal  consideration,  however,  was  an  ob¬ 
ligation  to  replace  lost  vessels,  in  accordance 
with  article  9  of  the  agreement,  a  copy  of 
which  is  attached.  The  agreement  of  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1942,  has  been  replaced  by  one 
of  April  14,  1944,  at  which  time  the  chartered 
vessels  were  returned  to  Brazil.  In  consid¬ 
eration  of  an  agreement  on  the  part  of  Brazil 
to  maintain  certain  vessels  in  service  between 
the  United  States  and  Brazil,  and  to  assume 
responsibility  for  the  carriage  of  a  minimum 
quantity  of  cargo  in  that  trade,  certain  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  replacement  article  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  agreement  were  retained.  A  copy  of 
article  5  of  the  April  14,  1944,  agreement  is 
enclosed. 

On  July  31,  1943,  the  United  States  entered 
into  an  agreement  with  the  Government  of 
Chile  upon  the  occasion  of  the  sale  to  this 
Government  of  three  Chilean  motor  vessels 
and  the  chartering  of  substitute  freighter 
tonnage  to  Chile.  Article  3  of  this  agree¬ 
ment,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached,  relates 
to  the  right  of  the  Chilean  Government  to 
acquire  vessels  in  the  United  States  after 
the  war. 

Although  a  considerable  number  of  ships 
have  been  turned  over  to  Great  Britain  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  the  war,  the  arrangements 
under  which  these  vessels  were  chartered 
contain  no  commitments  with  reference  to 
post-war  disposition  of  the  vessels  con¬ 
cerned.  In  this  connection  it  is  pertinent 
to  call  to  your  attention  the  following  state¬ 
ment  made  in  the  eleventh  report  to  Congress 
on  lend-lease  operations,  for  the  period  ended 
July  31,  1943:  «• 

“*  *  *  While  our  merchant  fleet  has 

been  growing,  that  of  Britain  has  been 
dwindling  due  to  sinkings  and  to  the  fact 
that  she  has  not  built  many  replacements 
but  has  instead  relied  on  us  for  production 
of  merchant  ships.  The  British,  therefore, 
have  a  reserve  of  experienced  seamen.  To 
utilize  the  services  of  these  men,  we  will 
charter  to  the  United  Kingdom  about  15  new 


ships  a  month  for  the  next  10  months.  These 
ships  are  being  chartered  only  for  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  the  war;  title  will  remain  with  the 
United  States  Government,  and  the  uses  to 
which  they  may  be  put  will  be  determined 
by  the  Combined  Shipping  Adjustment 
Board  *  * 

With  reference  to  your  inquiry  concerning 
the  formation  of  a  Shipping  Division  in  the 
Department,  I  am  enclosing  a  copy  of  De¬ 
partmental  Order  1301.  Mr.  J.  E.  Saugstad 
is  Chief  of  the  Shipping  Division. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Joseph  C.  Grew,  Acting  Secretary. 

COPY  OF  ARTICIE  9  OF  SEPTEMEER  30,  1942, 
AGREEMENT  WITH  BRAZIL 

Art.  9.  If  during  the  life  of  this  agreement 
any  of  the  vessels  enumerated  in  article  1 
and  article  3  be  lost,  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  obligates  itself — 

(1)  To  replace  such  lost  vessel  after  the 
war  with  a  vessel  of  similar  size,  tonnage, 
and  characteristics;  or 

(2)  If  unable  to  effect  such  replacement, 
to  uay  to  the  Brazilian  Government  the 
amount  required  by  the  Brazilian  Govern¬ 
ment  in  order  to  purchase  a  replacement 
vessel  of  similar  size,  tonnage,  and  charac¬ 
teristics. 

The  sums  required  to  be  paid  in  accordance 
with  this  article  and  the  number,  tonnage, 
and  characteristics  of  the  replacement  ves¬ 
sels  shall  be  determined  by  a  mixed  com¬ 
mission  to  be  established  by  the  two  Govern¬ 
ments  within  30  days  after  the  end  of  the 
hostilities  in  which  the  United  States  and 
Brazil  are  at  present  engaged. 

COPY  OF  ARTICLE  5  OF  APRIL  14,  1944,  AGREEMENT 
WITH  ERAZIL 

5.  The  United  States  Government  will, 
after  the  war,  replace  any  vessel  totally  lost 
as  the  result  of  a  war  casualty,  as  provided 
in  the  attached  exhibit  which  is  incorporated 
into  and  forms  a  part  of  this  agreement, 
occurring  during  the  period  of  its  service 
under  this  agreement.  Partial  losses  from 
war  risks  and  total  or  partial  marine  risk 
losses  are  expressly  excluded,  and  insurance 
against  such  losses  will  not  be  provided  by 
the  United  States  Government.  The  replace¬ 
ments  to  be  made  after  the  war  shall,  in 
each  case,  be  by  a  vessel  of  approximately 
similar  dimensions,  tonnage,  and  character¬ 
istics,  and  of  comparable  value  to  the  lost 
vessel.  The  values  of  both  replacement  ves¬ 
sel  and  lost  vessel  shall  be  established  by  the 
mixed  commission  hereinafter  referred  to 
on  the  basis  of  United  States  market  values 
current  at  or  about  the  time  of  replacement. 
If  for  any  reason  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  is  unable  or  unauthorized  to  effect  such 
replacement,  it  will  pay  to  the  Brazilian  Gov¬ 
ernment  an  amount  required  by  the  Brazilian 
Government  to  purchase  such  a  replacement 
vessel.  The  sums  required  to  be  paid  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  paragraph  and  the  char¬ 
acteristics  of  the  replacement  vessel  shall  be 
determined  by  a  mixed  commission  to  be 
estr:  lished  by  the  two  Governments  within 
60  days  after  the  end  cf  the  hostilities  in 
which  the  United  States  and  Brazil  are  at 
present  engaged. 

COPY  OF  ARTICLE  3  OF  JULY  31,  1943,  AGREEMENT 
WITH  pHILE 

3.  The  Government  of  the  United  States 
agrees  that  for  a  period  of  2  years  following 
the  termination  of  the  present  war,  as  pro¬ 
claimed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
the  Republic  of  Chile,  or  if  designated  by  the 
Republic  of  Chile,  the  Compania  Sud  Ameri¬ 
cana  de  Vapores  shall  be  given  the  privilege, 
to  the  extent  permitted  by  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  of  acquiring,  at  its  own  ex¬ 
pense,  in  the  United  States  vessels  of  an 
aggregate  gross  tonnage  equal  to  the  aggre¬ 
gate  gross  tonnage  of  the  Copriapo,  Aconcagua, 
and  Imperial,  and  of  such  class  as  may  be 
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acquired  in  the  United  States  by  any  other 
Government  or  steamship  line.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  may  accord  this 
privilege  by  authorizing  any  or  all  of  the 
following:  (a)  Contracts  with  a  shipyard  or 
shipyards  in  the  United  States  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  vessels;  (b)  purchase  in  the 
United  States  of  privately  owned  vessels;  or 

(c)  purchase  in  the  United  States  of  vessels 
owned  by  the  United  States.  Nothing  in  this 
article  shall  be  construed  as  a  commitment 
by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to 
give  financial  assistance  in  connection  with 
such  acquisition. 

EXTRACT  FROM  DEPARTMENTAL  ORDER  1301 

2.  Shipping  Division:  The  Shipping  Divi¬ 
sion  shall  have  responsibility  for  the  formula- 
tiofi  and  coordination  of  policy  and  action 
of  the  Department  of  State  in  matters  con¬ 
cerning  international  shipping  (except  those 
functions  relating  to  shipping  space  require¬ 
ments  and  allocations  vested  in  the  War 
Supply  and  Resources  Division,  Office  of  War¬ 
time  Economic  Affairs).  This  includes  such 
activities  as: 

(a)  Analysis  and  study  of  all  international 
aspects  of  shipping  and,  in  cooperation  with 
other  economic  and  geographic  divisions, 
formulation  of  policy  concerning  the  eco¬ 
nomic,  commercial,  and  political  aspects  of 
international  shipping. 

(b)  Observation  and  review  of  develop¬ 
ments  in  the  maritime  services  and  laws  of 
other  countries,  in  order  to  identify  and 
advise  on  their  implications  to  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  Analysis  and  recommendation  with  re¬ 
gard  to  foreign  policy  aspects  of  subsidies  and 
other  governmental  assistance  to  shipping 
and  with  regard  to  discriminatory  laws  or 
practices  against  American  shipping. 

(d)  Development  and  recommendation  on 
foreign  policy  aspects  involved  in  relation¬ 
ships  between  private  and  governmental 
shipping,  with  particular  reference  to  prob¬ 
lems  of  the  transitional  pefiod  of  adjust¬ 
ment  from  war  to  post-war  conditions. 

(e)  In  cooperation  with  the  geographic 
and  other  interested  offices  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  conduct  of  negotiations  between  for¬ 
eign  governments  and  the  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion  and  War  Shipping  Administration  with 
regard  to  disposal  of  tonnage,  transfer  of 
nationality,  redistributions  of  ships  to  essen¬ 
tial  trade  routes,  and  other  shipping  matters. 

(f)  Formulation  and  carrying  through  of 
policy  recommendations  on  matters  that  in¬ 
volve  the  effect  of  ocean  freight  rates,  marine 
insurance  rates,  and  war-risk  insurance  rates 
on  foreign  trade. 

(g)  Analysis  of  and  recommendations  re¬ 
garding  legislation  and  Executive  orders  af¬ 
fecting  international  shipping,  and  interna¬ 
tional  conventions,  treaties,  and  agreements 
governing  shipping  and  shipbuilding  indus¬ 
tries. 

(h)  Analysis  of  and  recommendations  on 
policy  of  the  Department  regarding  revision 
of  navigation  laws  and  their  adjustment  to 
current  seagoing  conditions. 

(i)  Interpretation  of  and  liaison  in  all 
matters  within  the  responsibility  of  the  Divi¬ 
sion  relative  to  international  conventions 
concerning  seamen. 

(j)  In  cooperation  with  the  Office  of  the 
Foreign  Service  and  other  interested  divi¬ 
sions,  and  in  collaboration  with  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  and  other  agencies,  the 
drafting  of  Instructions  to  Foreign  Service 
establishments  regarding  reports  on  matters 
of  economic  and  political  significance  in  the 
maritime  services  and  shipbuilding  indus¬ 
tries  of  other  countries. 

(k)  Analysis  of  reports  from  the  field  for 
developments  that  are  significant  from  a 
policy  viewpoint,  and  furnishing  of  pertinent 
information  to  offices  of  the  Department  or 
other  Government  agencies  on  international 
shipping  matters. 

(l)  Analysis  of  regulatory  measures  and 
standards  that  affect  shipping  and  trade  in 


order  to  determine  their  relationship  to  for¬ 
eign  policy. 

Attention  is  called  particularly  to  the 
following  paragraph  in  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  Grew’s  letter  of  March  3,  1945: 

No  arrangements  or  agreements  commit¬ 
ting  the  United  States  to  post-war  disposi¬ 
tion  of  vessels  to  foreign  governments  or 
foreign  individuals  have  been  made  by  this 
Government  or  by  its  authorized  representa¬ 
tives.  However,  agreements  have  been  made 
with  Norway,  Brazil,  and  Chile  which  provide 
in  general  terms  for  aid  in  replacement  or 
rehabilitation.  The  Department  of  State 
takes  the  position  that  these  agreements 
should  be  honored  in  their  spirit  and  that  the 
absence  of  similar  arrangements  with  our 
other  allies  who  have  likewise  lost  tonnage  in 
the  common  war  effort  should  not  preclude 
reasonable  consideration  of  their  merchant- 
marine  problems. 

Assistant  Secretary  Grew  described 
(a)  our  agreement  with  Norway  as  an 
assurance  of  the  willingness  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  assist  in  the  rehabilitation  of 
Norway’s  merchant  fleet;  (b)  our  agree¬ 
ment  of  September  30,  1942,  with  Brazil 
as  an  agreement  of  replacement,  and  our 
later  agreement  of  April  12,  1944,  as  an 
agreement  on  the  part  of  Brazil  to  main¬ 
tain  certain  vessels  in  service  between  the 
United  States  and  Brazil  and  to  assume 
responsibility  for  the  carriage  of  a  mini¬ 
mum  quantity  of  cargo  in  that  trade, 
certain  features  of  the  replacement 
article  of  the  previous  agreement  being 
retained;  and  (c)  an  agreement  with 
Chile  upon  the  occasion  of  the  sale  of 
three  Chilean  motor  vessels  to  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  chartering  of  substitute 
freighter  tonnage  to  Chile,  with  an 
article  in  the  agreement  for  the  acquir¬ 
ing  at  its  own  expense  in  the  United 
States  of  an  aggregate  gross  tonnage 
equal  to  the  three  motor  ships  acquired, 
but  with  no  commitment  of  the  United 
States  to  give  financial  assistance  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  acquisition. 

As  to  Great  Britain,  Acting  Secretary 
Grew  said: 

Although  a  considerable  number  of  ships 
have  been  turned  over  to  Great  Britain  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  the  war,  the  arrangements 
under  which  these  vessels  were  chartered  con¬ 
tain  no  commitments  with  reference  to  post¬ 
war  disposition  of  the  vessels  concerned.  In 
this  connection  it  is  pertinent  to  call  to  your 
attention  the  following  statement  made  in 
the  eleventh  report  to  Congress  on  lend- 
lease  operations,  for  the  period  ended  July 
31,  1943: 

“While  our  merchant  fleet  has  been  grow¬ 
ing,  that  of  Britain  has  been  dwindling  due 
to  sinkings  and  to  the  fact  that  she  has  not 
built  many  replacements  but  has  instead  re¬ 
lied  on  us  for  production  of  merchant  ships. 
The  British,  therefore,  have  a  reserve  of  ex¬ 
perienced  seamen.  To  utilize  the  services  of 
these  men,  we  will  charter  to  the  United 
Kingdom  about  15  new  ships  a  month  for  the 
next  10  months.  These  ships  are  being  char¬ 
tered  only  for  the  duration  of  the  war;  title 
will  remain  with  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  the  uses  to  which  they  may  be  put 
will  be  determined  by  the  Comhined' Ship¬ 
ping  Adjustment  Board. 

(Mr.  BLAND  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  yield  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Wadsworth]. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  am  not  at  all  certain  I  can  add  any¬ 


thing  to  the  discussion  but  perhaps  I  am 
justified  in  giving  you  my  impression  of 
the  attitude  of  the  representatives  of  the 
executive -branch  of  the  Government  as 
they  appeared  time  after  time  before  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  If  you 
do  not  mind  my  saying  so,  I  have  sat  on 
a  great  many  committees  of  Congress  at 
one  time  or  another  and  have  taken  part 
in  a  great  many  hearings,  and  I  can  say 
in  all  frankness  that  never  in  my  experi¬ 
ence  have  I  seen  witnesses  from  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government 
more  candid,  more  cooperative,  than  I 
have  in  connection  with  these  hearings. 

We  started  in  really  to  learn  about  the 
lend-lease  program  and  its  operation 
from  Mr.  Stettinius,  of  whom  it  may  be 
said  that  he  was  the  first  man  who  built 
the  organization.  He  may  not  have  been 
the  first  Administrator  but  he  was  the 
Administrator  at  the  time  when  it  was 
put  actively  to  work  after  we  had  become 
participants  in  this  war. 

Mr.  Stettinius  is  a  man  of  broad  ex¬ 
perience,  and  he  impressed  every  mem¬ 
ber  of  our  committee  with  the  idea  that 
he  knew  what  he  was  doing  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  these  goods  and  funds.  He  was 
succeeded  by  Mr.  Crowley,  whose  ac¬ 
quaintance  I  had  not  had  the  pleasure 
of  making  before  he  came  before  the 
committee.  I  think  every  member  of 
the  committee  will  join  with  me  in  the 
assertion  that  Mr.  Crowley  has  re¬ 
sponded  to  every  single  inquiry  we  have 
made  of  him,  and  we  have  made  hun¬ 
dreds  of  them.  He  has  stated  over  and 
over  again  his  profound  conviction  that 
lend-lease  is  a  war  measure,  and  noth¬ 
ing  but  a  war  measure;  that  it  never  was 
contemplated  as  a  post-war  reconstruc¬ 
tion  or  rehabilitation  measure. 

The  same  estimate,  I  think,  can  be 
made  of  Mr.  Cox,  attorney  for  the  F.  E. 
A.,  and  for  Mr.  Acheson,  of  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  who  time  and  again  have  come 
before  our  committee  and  answered  every 
conceivable  question.  They  have  traced 
rumors  and  stories  down  around  the 
earth  to  find  out  the  truth  of  various  sug¬ 
gestions  or  criticisms  in  Congress,  and 
in  some  instances  they  have  corrected 
evils  and  done  it  promptly.  In  other 
words,  whether  we  agree  with  the  policy 
of  lend-lease— and  I  do,  and  have  from 
the  very  beginning,  and  make  no  con¬ 
cealment  of  the  fact — I  do  not  think  we 
are  justified  in  distrusting  these  men.  I 
say  that  advisedly.  They  have  given  us 
their  word  in  open  session.  Their  words 
were  taken  down  by  the  committee  re¬ 
porters  that  such  and  such  is  their  con¬ 
ception  of  their  duties,  and  they  have 
been  supported  in  those  assertions  by  the 
Secretary  of  War,  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  and  by  Admiral  Land,  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  I  indulge  in  this  ob¬ 
servation  because  I  think  it  is  due  to 
these  men  to  be  given  some  credit,  in¬ 
deed,  full  credit,  for  the  strenuous  efforts 
they  are  making  for  our  country.  I 
never  asked  them  what  party  they  be¬ 
longed  to,  and  I  never  will. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  MUNDT.  I  think  it  should  be 
made  clear  that  the  motivating  purpose 
of  the  amendment  supported  by  the 
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minority  was  not  an  indictment  or  an 
expression  of  suspicion  against  any  men 
or  group  of  men.  It  was  based  on  the 
well-recognized  theory  of  government 
that  men  come  and  go,  but  that  is  a 
government  of  law  and  not  a  government 
of  men. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  gentleman 
is  correct.  I  supported  this  amendment 
in  committee.  I  believe  it  is  a  clarifying 
amendment.  I  believe  it  will  do  much 
toward  doing  away  with  misunderstand¬ 
ing  and  misconception  of  what  lend-lease 
is  about.  I  am  glad  to  see  it  inserted  in 
the  basic  act.  I  think  it  is  effective  to 
accomplish  the ‘purposes  which  our  com¬ 
mittee  unanimously  want  accomplished, 
and  which  I  am  sure  the  Congress  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States  want  ac¬ 
complished;  in  other  words,  the  confining 
of  lend-lease  active  operations  to  that 
of  a  war  agency  and  keeping  it  out  of  the 
field  of  reconstruction  and  rehabilitation 
in  Europe  or  China  or  any  other  spot  on 
the  face  of  the  globe. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  The  gentleman  is 
making  a  very  fine  statement  and  is  a 
valuable  member  of  the  committee. 
Under  the  bill  as  reported  out  by  the 
majority  lend-lease  would  be  extended  to 
June  30,  1949. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Lend-lease  will 
not  be  extended  until  June  30, 1949.  The 
clean-up  period  in  which  we  salvage  what 
we  can,  in  which  we  reach  final  agree¬ 
ments  as  to  what  the  material  is  worth, 
and  can  we  get  any  money  for  it  or  what 
we  will  do  with  it,  is  extended  1  year 
from  1948  to  1949,  making  a  3-year  period 
to  accomplish  a  mighty  difficult  job 
which  will  have  to  be  pursued  all  over 
the  face  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  When  does  this  bill 
expire  as  it  is  worded  now? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  active  oper¬ 
ation  of  lend-lease  will  expire  on  June  30, 
1946. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Assuming  this  bill  is 
enacted,  would  it  be  possible  for  the  ad¬ 
ministration  to  enter  into  commitments 
between  now  and  1946  that  would  per¬ 
haps  not  be  put  into  effect  for  10  or 
15  years? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  No;  it  would  not. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Jonkman]  said  it  would, 
and  he  is  a  very  able  lawyer. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  law  specifi¬ 
cally  provides  that  commitments  made 
under  lend-lease  shall  be  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  the  defense  of  Ihe  United 
States  in  this  war  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  But  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  said  that  it  would. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  am  sorry  to 
disagree  with  him  if  he  did.  I  did  not 
hear  his  remarks. 

Perhaps  we  can  visualize  men  being 
utterly  faithless  to  their  oath  of  office, 
utterly  faithless  to  an  act  of  Congress, 
and  just  deliberately,  like  pirates,  going 
out  and  doing  things  that  they  are  not 
authorized  to  do  by  law,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  people  who  are  running  this 
thing  are  that  kind  of  people.  That  may 
be  an  unconventional  thing  for  me  to 
say,  but  that  is  my  belief, 


Mr.  JARMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  Does  not  the  gentleman 
also  feel,  just  as  he  feels  that  the  people 
who  are  running  this  thing  are  not  that 
kind  of  people,  that  no  men  placed  in 
those  positions  in  our  Government  will 
probably  be  that  kind  of  people? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  am  the  more 
reinforced  in  my  opinion  of  this  because 
the  fact  is  that  none  of  these  measures 
under  lend-lease  are  undertaken  without 
the  advice  and  recommendation  of  our 
high  military  command.  Every  line  of 
any  agreement  made  in  Europe,  for 
example,  while  this  war  is  going  on,  is 
passed  upon  by  General  Eisenhower. 
Our  committee  learns  that  Eisenhower 
has  organized  on  his  general  staff  at  his 
headquarters  in  Europe  a  special  section 
composed  of  officers  whose  sole  duty  is 
to  examine  into  the  military  advantages, 
the  military  values  of  the  things  which 
are  proposed  to  be  done.  His  recom¬ 
mendations  and  those  of  MacArthur  and 
of  Admiral  Nimitz  are  all  taken,  and  they 
are  brought  back  to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  here  in  Washington  for  them 
finally  to  determine  what  will  be  to  the 
greatest  military  advantage. 

This  thing  is  a  miiltary  undertaking, 
not  civilian.  The  Lend-Lease  Adminis¬ 
trator  does  not  decide  whether  or  not 
Australia  shall  contribute  90  percent  of 
the  food  consumed  by  MacArthur’s 
troops,  which  happens  to  be  the  fact. 
MacArthur,  in  cooperation  with  the 
Australian  military  command  and  the 
Government  of  Australia,  recommends 
that  that  be  done,  it  being  within  the 
power  of  the  Australian  people  and  their 
economy  to  produce  that  food.  Of 
course,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  I  have 
no  doubt,  say  “Good  work;  that  is  a 
military  weapon,  that  food.” 

Lend-lease,  with  the  help  of  W.  F.  A. 
and  the  Treasury  Procurement,  procures 
the  goods  and  keeps  track  of  it  all,  and 
sees  that  it  is  distributed  where  the 
military  people  want  it  distributed. 

We  went  through  the  whole  thing  in 
north  Africa.  There  was  a  lot  of  talk 
about  our  operations  in  north  Africa. 
Looking  back  on  them  now,  I  do  not 
believe  a  single  Member  of  Congressi 
would  say  that  they  were  not  extraor¬ 
dinarily  successful.  Lend-lease  contri¬ 
butions  were  a  very  important  part 
of  it.  Eisenhower  commanded  that  ex¬ 
pedition.  He  commanded  not  only  all  of 
the  American  elements  in  it  but  all  the 
British,  British  land,  British  Navy, 
British  air,  and  American  land,  Amer¬ 
ican  Navy,  and  American  air.  It  was 
he  primarily  who  first  recommended 
what  lend-lease  would  be  necessary  and 
useful  in  the  military  sense  in  north 
Africa.  It  was  done. 

The  war  has  moved  away  from  north 
Africa,  almost  2  years  ago.  Lend-lease 
is  now  leaving  north  Africa.  It  is  no 
longer  a  military  necessity  there.  Lend- 
lease  is  now  moving  into  France. 
Through  one  of  our  allies  it  is  moving 
into  Belgium.  Great  Britain  is  to  re¬ 
arm  and  reequip  the  Belgian  Army.  We 
tackle  the  French  Army  and  the  British 
tackle  the  Belgian  Army,  It  is  a  partner* 


March  13 

ship,  but  its  objective  collectively  is 
military. 

I  have  confidence  in  Eisenhower;  I 
have  confidence  in  Marshall;  I  have  con¬ 
fidence  in  King  and  Nimitz  and  Mac¬ 
Arthur  and  all  the  others  in  high  com¬ 
mand.  I  know  that  before  any  of  these 
things  of  any  importance  whatsoever  is 
embarked  upon  the  military  opinion 
stands  No.  1. 

I  cannot  conceive  of  this  amendment 
or  any  other  provision  of  this  law  being 
so  interpreted  by  any  administrator  as 
to  permit  even  by  indirect  methods  lend- 
lease  to  be  used  for  nonmilitary  purposes 
in  connection  with  post-war  rehabilita¬ 
tion  or  reconstruction.  It  simply  is  not 
in  the  statute. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  May  I  furnish 
the  gentleman  a  copy  of  the  committee 
print  of  this  bill  and  ask  him  to  interpret 
or  explain  the  exception  beginning  on 
line  13  of  the  committee  amendment  in 
the  committee  print?  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  that  exception. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  exception 
was  put  in  by  the  unanimous  vote  of 
our  committee  so  that  the  prohibitory 
language  of  the  first  half  of  the  section 
should  be  deemed  to  interfere  with  and 
make  illegal  an  agreement  such  as  the 
French  agreement  recently  entered  into. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Would  not 
that  permit  them  to  carry  on  even  after 
the  3-year  limit? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Not  in  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  any  goods,  but  only  in  the 
collecting  ef  money. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  The  gentleman  and  I 
would  not  disagree  upon  the  furnishing 
of  supplies  of  a  military  nature.  But 
the  gentleman  knows,  does  he  not,  that 
they  have  been  furnishing  under  the 
guise  of  lend-lease  a  great  many  things 
which  we  are  badly  in  need  of,  such  as 
farm  machinery,  in  this  country?  There 
is  a  grave  question  as  to  whether  that  is 
an  aid  to  our  military  forces;  is  that  not 
true? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  military 
thought  it  was  a  very  wise  thing  for  us 
to  do.  As  to  farm  machinery,  I  am  in¬ 
terested  in  that  as  much  as  anybody  be¬ 
cause  I  am  in  the  farming  business.  The 
farm  machinery  that  we  have  supplied 
under  lend-lease  has  gone  largely  to 
Great  Britain,.  Australia,  and  New  Zea¬ 
land.  It  totals  approximately  3  percent 
of  our  annual  production  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Of  course,  3  percent  of 
that  production  at  a  time  when  it  is  very 
difficult  for  our  own  people  to  get  ma¬ 
chinery,  is  quite  a  serious  percentage. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Of  course,  we 
are  having  difficulties.  But  when  we 
sent  those  cream  separators  to  Australia 
to  enable  them  to  increase  their  produc¬ 
tion  of  dairy  products,  we  enabled  the 
Australians  to  give  us  a  lot  more  food 
for  nothing.  Had  we  not  sent  them  any 
machinery  and  had  we  not  helped  them 
to  increase  their  production  and  had  we 
shipped  the  food  that  General  MacAr- 
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thur’s  men  required  from  the  United 
States  in  our  own  ships,  the  cost  would 
have  been  16  times  as  great. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Flood], 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
very  title  of  this  bill,  which  has  been  over¬ 
looked  in  the  debate  so  far,  can  be  found 
the  most  eloquent  argument  for  its  con¬ 
tinuance  as  reported  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  by  the  unanimous  action 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
That  title  reads  “A  bill  to  extend  for  1 
year  the  provisions  of  an  act  to  promote 
the  defense  of  the  United  States.”  This 
is  a  war  measure.  It  is  before  the  House 
on  that  basis.  It  must  be  so  considered 
and  on  that  basis  alone.  On  this  point 
the  committee  was-in  agreement.  Lend- 
lease  is  to  be  considered  solely  as  a 
weapon  of  war — lend-lease  is  a  weapon 
of  victory.  It  is  the  considered  judg¬ 
ment  of  us  all  that  articles  and  services 
are  and  may  only  be  provided  under  the 
Lend-Lease  Act  when  to  do  so  is  in  the 
interest  of  our  national  defense. 

That  supreme  interest  at  this  moment 
is  to  win  the  war.  At  this  moment,  with 
the  help  of  Almighty  God,  the  military 
situation  appears  to  be  favorable  to  our 
cause  in  nearly  all  areas  of  the  world, 
and  yet  we  must  avoid  wishful  thinking 
and  rosy  predictions  as  to  the  course  of 
military  everts.  We  must  continue  to 
plan  for  war.  There  must  be  no  slack¬ 
ening  of  our  war  effort  in  any  quarter 
until  all  our  enemies  have  been  defeated 
utterly  everywhere. 

On  February  8,  before  the  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee,  the  Honorable  Dean 
Acheson,  Assistant  Secretary  of  State, 
concluded  a  statement  with  these  words, 
which  impressed  me  deeply.  I  quote: 

As  we  look  about  us  at  the  progress  of  the 
war  in  Europe  and  in  the  Far  East  we  have 
every  reason  to  feel  pride  in  our  allies  and 
gratitude  for  their  enormously  effective  part 
in  winning  the  war.  We  have  all  shared  our 
problems,  our  hopes,  our  substance,  and  the 
burden  of  the  battle.  We  must  continue  to 
do  so;  and  we  must  continue  to  maintain 
faith  and  confidence  in  nations  of  good  will 
both  to  defeat  our  enemies  and  to  secure  a 
just  peace. 

When  the  war  has  been  won — and  I 
say  this  now  as  a  Democratic  member  of 
the  committee,  to  show  how  in  complete 
agreement  both  sides  of  the  aisle  are  on 
this  point — all  witnesses  who  appeared 
before  the  committee  without  exception, 
the  President,  Mr.  Crowley,  Mr.  Stettin- 
ius  and  everyone  else — when  the  war 
has  been  won  lend-lease  should  end  and 
be  liquidated  as  promptly  and  efficiently 
as  possible,  in  accordance  with  the  in¬ 
tention  of  Congress  and  the  provisions  of 
the  lend-lease  act,  and  as  emphasized  by 
the  definitive  and  clarifying  amendment 
submitted  as  the  result  of  the  unanimous 
action  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs. 

I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Wadsworth],  the  former  Senator  from 
New  York,  and  in  my  opinion,  one  of  the 
best  brains  and  one  of  the  most  dis¬ 
tinguished  statesmen  of  the  entire  Con¬ 
gress,  refer  to  this  matter,  that  whatever 


a  person  may  think  of  the  lend-lease  pro¬ 
gram,  or  for  that  matter,  any  other  phase 
of  Government  activity,  he  has  one  ob¬ 
ligation  which  should  be  fulfilled  before 
he  engages  in  criticism.  There  are  ob¬ 
jective  criticisms  but  there  are  obliga¬ 
tions  before  it  should  be  engaged  in.  He 
should  assure  himself  of  the  correctness 
of  the  information  on  which  he  is  basing 
his  judgment. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  think  it  is  true  that 
under  lend-lease  and  the  standard  mas¬ 
ter  agreement,  there  is  only  one  objec¬ 
tive  and  that  is  to  win  the  war.  When 
that  has  been  done  everything  else  is 
dropped,  is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  think  we  are  all  in 
agreement  on  that. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Is  it  not  also  true 
that  the  French  agreement  goes  beyond 
that? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  That  is  true,  but  may  I 
explain  it  by  saying  this,  it  goes  beyond 
but  in  this  way:  The  French  agreement 
by  its  extension  over  a  period  of  years, 
has  to  do  solely  and  entirely  with  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  French,  if  and  when  we  say 
they  are  to  pay  certain  things  and  as 
the  agreement  provides. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  In  the  3  (c>  agree¬ 
ment  is  there  any  limitation  on  that 
time? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  There  is  no  limitation 
on  the  time  within  the  3-year  clean-up 
period,  but  under  the  French  agreement, 
when  they  talk  about  periods  of  20  years 
or  27  years,  that  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  supplying  by  the  United  States  of 
America  of  any  article,  but  only  with 
payment. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  One  further  ques¬ 
tion.  If  the  articles  provided  for  in  the 
French  agreement  are  not  delivered  at 
the  time,  3  years  after  cessation  of  the 
war,  is  there  anything  to  prevent  fur¬ 
ther  delivery? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Certainly.  First  there 
is  the  act  itself. 

Secondly,  there  is  this  amendment  to 
which  the  committee  agreed  entirely, 
that  the  act  itself  expires  in  1  year.  At 
the  end  of  3  years  the  clean-up  period 
expires,  and  under  any  agreement  made 
now  or  before  the  extension  date  in  June 
1946  anything  that  has  to  do  beyond  the 
3-year  period  is  for  the  best  interest  of 
the  United  States  only  and  nobody  else 
and  is  concerned  only  with  payments  to 
the  United  States  and  has  nothing  to  do 
with  deliveries. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  But,  is  it  not  true 
that  in  that  extension  we  have  waived 
the  principal  consideration  in  lend-lease, 
that  is  the  winning  of  the  war,  and  gone 
beyond  it? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  No;  and  may  I  inter¬ 
ject  this,  I  am  very  glad  the  gentleman 
raised  this  issue :  At  any  time  during  the 
life  of  any  of  these  agreements — and 
even  now  may  I  say  since  this  French 
agreement  was  written  it  has  already 
been  revised,  been  rewritten — on  Febru¬ 
ary  26, 1  believe  the  agreement  was  made, 
yet,  even  since  February  26  we  have  re¬ 
considered  and  revised  and  restricted 
certain  provisions.  At  any  time  during 
the  life  of  any  one  of  t,hese  agreements 
under  the  master  agreement  we  can  re¬ 


vise  and  reconsider  any  phase  of  it. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  That  is  true;  but  is 
it  a  desirable  thing  to  do,  gentlemen,  to 
go  back  on  our  contract? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Oh,  now,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  if  one  has  in  mind  the  meeting  of 
minds  that  is  necessary  when  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  is  entered  into  it  can¬ 
not  be  construed  in  that  way.  Certainly 
it  is  presumed  that  we  take  this  upon 
some  expression  of  faith.  There  is  more 
than  the  appearance  of  a  contract;  there 
must  be  a  meeting  of  the  minds  on  this 
kind  of  agreement.  Certainly  any  revi¬ 
sion  will  not  be  made  arbitrarily  by  this 
Nation,  I  am  sure,  or  by  any  admin¬ 
istrator  of  this  lend-lease  agreement,  or 
by  the  administration  itself. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  Then,  if  in  the  nor¬ 
mal  course  of  events  the  gentleman 
assumes  the  contract  will  be  carried  out, 
is  not  he  doing  the  very  thing  that  vio¬ 
lates  the  terms  of  the  agreement? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  think  the  gentleman 
is  begging  his  own  question.  The  very 
thing  the  act  does  do  is  to  prevent  quib¬ 
bling  and  quarreling  among  allies  about 
items  which  in  the  over-all  picture  serve 
the  purpose  for  which  this  Congress  cre¬ 
ated  the  law  itself.  That,  I  believe,  with 
all  due  deference  to  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan  who  was  a  tower  of  strength 
in  the  committee,  with  all  due  deference 
to  the  gentleman  I  think  certainly  he  is 
not  speaking  against  the  spirit  of  the 
act;  I  think  that  is  a  matter  of  detail  in 
carrying  out  the  contract,  it  has  no 
legal  weight  and  does  not  violate  the 
terms  of  the  agreement — the  agreement 
calls  for  such  action. 

May  I  say  this:  After  the  cessation  of 
hostilities,  especially  in  the  European 
theater,  much  more  important  than  the 
question  the  gentleman  raises  are  the 
payments,  under  the  agreement,  the 
question  raised  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich] — the  very  pay¬ 
ments  themselves  are  consideration  of 
the  fact  much  more  importantly — and 
I  believe  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
l Mr.  Knutson]  had  that  in  mind  a 
moment  ago — that  is  much  more  impor¬ 
tant  than  deciding  whether  or  not  we 
will  continue  to  give  them  an  engine  or 
a  crane;  and  I  think  payments  of  these 
moneys,  the  return  of  the  gold  for  our 
contribution,  must  await  the  final  deter¬ 
mination  of  hostilities,  then  we  will  sit 
down  and  work  out  an  itemized  basis 
which  I  agree  has  not  been  as  full  as  it 
should  be  but  which  must  await  the  end 
of  the  war. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  1  additional  minute 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  JONKMAN.  I  was  just  going  to 
say  that  the  gentleman  understands,  of 
course,  I  was  talking  about  if  the  spirit  as 
well  as  the  letter  of  this  agreement  is 
carried  out  then  we  have  protection. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  My  only  reply  to  the 
gentleman  is  this:  That  when  Mr.  Justice 
Holmes  was  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  of  Massachusetts, 
his  favorite  reply  to  the  question  what 
he  would  do  under  certain  circumstances 
was,  “When  the  situation  arises  I  shall 
endeavor  to  deal  with  it.” 
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True  in  any  time,  and  on  any  sub¬ 
ject,  this  is  more  than  ever  an  obliga¬ 
tion  in  wartime  and  on  the  subject  of 
lend-lease.  For  anyone  who,  even  un¬ 
intentionally,  misrepresents  the  work  of 
this  great  war  agency  is  doing  a  serious 
disservice,  not  only  to  his  country,  but 
to  the  whole  Allied  cause. 

The  United  States  has  supplied  its 
allies  with  goods  and  services  amounting 
to  $35,382,000,000.  Munitions,  includ¬ 
ing  planes,  tanks,  motor  vehicles,  and 
guns  accounted  for  the  greatest  part  of 
lend-lease  transfers,  58  percent;  indus¬ 
trial  raw  materials  for  21  percent;  food¬ 
stuffs  and  agricultural  products,  16  per¬ 
cent;  petroleum  products,  5  percent. 
Ninety-eight  percent  of  all  lend-lease 
has  flowed  to  the  four  major  allies — 
Britain,  Russia,  China,  and  France.  In 
reverse,  they  have  supplied  us  with 
$4,000,000,000  worth  of  goods  and  serv¬ 
ices. 

Yet  despite  all  these  concrete  benefits 
of  lend-lease,  Secretary  of  War  Stimson 
sees  in  it  something  of  still  greater  sig¬ 
nificance.  He  told  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee: 

I  think  that  the  most  important  contribu¬ 
tion  which  has  been  made  by  lend-lease  to 
the  prosecution  of  this  war  has  been  the 
effect  which  it  has  had  in  knitting  into  one 
compact  body  with  ourselves  the  power  of 
the  several  nations  which  have  become  our 
allies. 

It  is,  indeed,  the  indispensable,  unify¬ 
ing  force  which  has  made  our  coalition 
effective.  There  could  be  no  greater 
folly  than  the  setting  aside  of  a  weapon 
which  has  served  us  so  well. 

If  I  may  be  permitted  to  mix  a  met¬ 
aphor,  as  the  great  State  of  Pennsylvania 
is  known  as  the  keystone  of  the  Union 
of  States,  so  lend-lease  is  the  foundation 
stone  of  the  new  union  of  nations. 

In  reply  and  answer  to  the  questions 
and  remarks  of  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Knutson]  on  the  use  of 
farm  machinery  in  lend-lease,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  include  therein 
statements  from  the  Foreign  Economic 
Administration  entitled  “Fiction  and 
Fact,”  and  a  letter  from  Leo  T.  Crowley, 
Administrator,  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  Hon.  Sol  Bloom,  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs: 
Foreign  Economic  Administration, 

Office  of  the  Administrator, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  December  30,  1914. 
Hon.  Sol  Bloom, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Bloom:  Speaking  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  on  Friday,  December  1,  Representa¬ 
tive  A.  L.  Miller  submitted  a  report  on  his 
trip  to  England,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
discussed  phases  of  lend-lease  operations. 
Several  statements  which  were  made  should, 
I  believe,  be  replied  to,  in  order  to  keep  the 
lend-lease  record  clear. 

For  example,  Mr.  Miller  said  that  he  had 
visited  a  place  about  60  miles  north  of  Lon¬ 
don,  where  there  were  “at  least  a  square  mile 
of  American-made  farm  machinery — new 
tractors,  plows,  harrows,  and  disks  packed 
close  together.”  This  material,  he  indicated, 
had  been  sent  from  the  United  States  under 
lend-lease,  and  he  quoted  a  colonel  who 
accompanied  him  as  saying  that  “this  type  of 
lend-lease  should  have  stopped  long  ago.” 
He  added  that  he  presumed  that  equipment 
“was  on  order  and  someone  felt  it  necessary 
to  complete  the  order.” 


Actually,  the  place  visited  by  Mr.  Miller 
was  a  depot  where  a  type  of  American  tractor 
with  ancillary  equipment  was  stored  prepara¬ 
tory  to  shipment  to  France  to  build  military 
roads  or  assignment  on  war  projects  in  Eng¬ 
land  such  as  the  clearance  of  ground  for  air 
bases.  Normally  there  are  about  200  crawlers 
at  this  depot  awaiting  shipment,  and  at  cer¬ 
tain  times  before  and  after  the  invasion  of 
France  there  had  been  as  many  as  500  or  600. 
They  are  continually  moving  either  to  the 
battle  lines  or  to  war  tasks  behind  the  lines, 
assigned  them  by  the  Combined  Munitions 
Assignment  Board  acting  for  the  Combined 
Chiefs  of  Staff.  There  may  possibly  be  a 
dozen  pieces  of  agricultural  equipment 
among  these,  but  the  overwheming  bulk  of 
the  equipment  which  Mr.  Miller  saw  and 
which  can  so  readily  be  mistaken  as  machin¬ 
ery  for  agricultural  use  was  equipment 
required  for  military  operations. 

I  would  like  to  emphasize  that  shipment  of 
equipment  to  England  as  lend-lease  is  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  accredited  representatives  of 
the  United  States  Government,  including 
some  of  the  highest-ranking  American  offi¬ 
cers,  stationed  in  England  who  are  constantly 
in  touch  with  the  war  situation  and  who  rec¬ 
ommend  only  when  they  are  convinced  this 
equipment  will  serve  best  in  the  winning  of 
the  war.  The  lend-lease  equipment  present 
at  the  depot  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Miller's  visit 
had  been  sent  there  pursuant  to  such 
recommendations. 

Mr.  Miller,  following  his  discussion  of  this 
equipment,  which  he  mistakenly  believed  to 
be  agricultural  machinery,  says  that  England 
has  increased  her  domestic  production  of 
food  from  35  to  75  percent  of  her  need.  He 
adds  that  this  has  been  accomplished 
through  lend-lease  of  farm  machinery  and 
that  "it  is  very  evident  now,  however,  that 
this  type  of  lend-lease  should  be  stopped.” 

England  produced  about  40  percent  of  her 
domestic  consumption  before  the  war  and 
now  produces  about  70  percent.  The  United 
States  supplies  about  10  percent  of  Britain's 
food  needs,  and  we  have  sent  her  some  equip¬ 
ment  and  fertilizer  and  seed  which,  of  course, 
have  helped  make  possible  the  increase  in  her 
domestic  production.  However,  we  have  sent 
to  all  of  our  allies  no  more  than  3  percent  of 
the  total  farm  machinery  manufactured  in 
the  United  States.  Certainly,  the  crisis  in 
food  in  England  has  not  passed.  The  British 
are  still  living  on  an  extremely  strict  diet.  Of 
the  total  of  lend-lease  exports  to  the  United 
Kingdom  from  the  inception  of  the  lend- 
lease  program  in  March  1941  through  October 
1944,  26.8  percent  consisted  of  foodstuffs  and 
agricultural  products.  In  the  first  year  of 
lend-lease,  food  was  the  largest  single  item 
of  lend-lease  aid  sent  by  this  country  to  the 
United  Kingdom.  At  one  time  the  British 
had  been  reduced  to  a  7-day  supply  of  food. 
That  the  situation  remains  critical,  however, 
is  indicated  by  Ihe  fact  that  in  the  first  10 
months  of  the  current  year,  1944,  18.4  percent 
of  our  lend-lease  exports  to  the  United  King¬ 
dom  was  still  foodstuffs  and  other  agricul¬ 
tural  products. 

It  would  seem  obvious,  therefore,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  our  lend-lease  exports  to 
Britain  are  determined  after  the  closest  pos¬ 
sible  study  of  conditions  within  that  country 
by  our  representatives  on  the  scene,  and 
after  conference  with  Government  agencies 
in  this  country,  such  as  the  War  Production 
Board,  which  are  responsible  for  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  our  domestic  economy,  that  lend- 
lease  supplies  are  sent  abroad  to  our  allies 
in  accordance  with  the  intent  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  to  strengthen  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  by  strengthening  the  defense 
of  our  allies  without  crippling  our  domestic 
economy. 

Discussing  the  recent  report  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  the  Congress  on  the  operation  or 
reverse  lend-lease,  Mr.  Miller,  after  citing 
that  phase  of  the  report  dealing  with  trans¬ 
portation  of  American  troops  to  England  in 
British  ships,  said  that  the  President  “did 


not  state  how  much  money  the  War  De¬ 
partment  or  some  agency  was  paying  in  addi¬ 
tion  for  the  transportation  of  these  troops.” 
He  indicated  a  desire  to  ask  someone  repre¬ 
senting  the  administration  the  following 
question:  “What,  if  anything,  is  it  costing 
this  country  when  troops  are  transported  to 
England  on  English  ships?  Is  this  a  part  of 
lend-lease:  if  not,  why  not?” 

Ih  the  seventeenth  report  to  Congress  on 
lend-lease  operations  it  is  pointed  out  that 
approximately  one-third  of  all  the  supplies 
and  equipment  currently  required  by  our 
armed  forces  in  the  European  theater  of 
operations  between  June  1,  1942,  and  June 
30,  1944,  was  supplied  by  the  British  as 
reverse  lend-lease  aid,  without  payment  by 
us.  The  British  supplied  us  with  everything 
we  needed  that  they  were  able  to  produce  in 
sufficient  quantities.  This  includes  trans¬ 
portation  on  British  ships,  for  which  the 
United  States  does  not  pay  anything.  Our 
men  have  been  and  are  being  carried  in 
British  ships  as  a  phase  of  reverse  lend-lease. 

In  his  remarks  Mr.  Miller  used  a  quotation 
which  he  attributed  to  a  statement  issued  by 
Secretary  of  State  Stettinius,  Secretary 
Morgenthau,  and  myself,  as  a  special  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Government  on  lend-lease  and 
reverse  lend-lease  discussions  with  the 
British.  The  quotation  was  as  follows : 

“Lend-lease  aid  to  the  United  Kingdom 
will  be  liberalized  following  the  defeat  of 
Germany  to  include  materials  for  improving 
British  living  conditions.” 

This  sentence  did  not  appear  In  our  state¬ 
ment,  as  an  examination  of  a  copy  of  the 
statement,  which  I  am  enclosing,  and  which 
was  issued  to  the  press  on  November  30,  1944, 
will  diclose.  In  the  statement  we  reaffirm 
the  frequently  repeated  statement  of  lend- 
lease  policy  to  the  effect  that — 

“From  the  beginning  of  the  lend-lease  pro¬ 
gram  in  March  1941  lend-lease  aid  has  been 
extended  for  one  purpose,  and  for  one  pur¬ 
pose  only,  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
and  to  enable  our  allies  to  bring  the  full 
weight  of  their  men  and  resources  to  bear 
against  our  common  enemies.” 

We  add — 

“That  policy  will  be  continued  without 
change.” 

The  only  paragraphs  In  our  statement 
which  would  seem  to  have  any  kinship  with 
that  of  Mr.  Miller  were  the  following: 

“After  the  defeat  of  Germany  the  United 
Kingdom  and  the  United  States  will  both 
use  all  the  fighting  power  that  is  required 
for  the  earliest  possible  defeat  of  Japan.  It 
is  likely,  however,  that  both  the  United  King¬ 
dom  and  the  United  States  will  be  able  to 
reconvert  part  of  their  resources  on  an  equit¬ 
able  basis  to  meet  essential  civilian  needs  in 
the  period  between  the  defeat  of  Germany 
and  the  defeat  of  Japan.  As  a  result  of  such 
a  partial  and  equitable  reconversion  there 
will  be  some  improvement  in  the  conditions 
of  life  of  the  British  people.  For  6  years, 
first  standing  alone  against  the  enemy  and 
later  fighting  alongside  our  own  forces  on 
battlefields,  on  seas,  and  in  the  sky  all  over 
the  world,  they  have  endured  privation  in 
diet,  had  their  houses  destroyed  about  them, 
and  have  been  sent  to  distant  parts  of  the 
country  to  work  wherever  the  needs  of  war 
called  them.  After  the  defeat  of  Germany, 
it  is  necessary  that  their  inadequate  diet  be 
improved,  temporary  emergency  housing  be 
provided,  and  such  other  measures  adopted  as 
may  relieve  in  some  degree  their  present  ex¬ 
tremely  difficult  circumstances. 

“This  committee  believes  that  a  program 
which  will  help  in  achieving  this  objective  is 
a  matter  of  necessity  for  the  most  effective 
prosecution  of  the  war  against  Japan  and 
that  it  expresses  in  some  measure  the  com¬ 
mon  bond  which  has  carried  our  countries 
through  the  hard  days  of  the  war  to  ap¬ 
proaching  victory.” 

However,  these  paragraphs  only  state  once 
more  that  we  intend  to  maintain  lend-lease 
in  Its  traditional  role,  as  an  arm  of  our  allied 
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and  our  own  defense  In  the  fighting  of  this 
war. 

I  have  gone  to  some  length  in  setting  the 
record  straight  on  the  lend-lease  picture  be¬ 
cause  I  am  anxious  that  we  shall  not  appear 
to  be  breaking  faith  with  the  men  who  are 
giving  more  than  material  to  this  struggle.  I 
believe  in  justice  to  them,  and  to  their  par¬ 
ents  and  friends,  also,  that  we  should  not 
permit  mistaken  impressions  which  would 
indicate  that  we  on  the  home  front  are  not 
doing  everything  possible  to  protect  their 
interests  to  be  freely  circulated. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Leo  T.  Crowley,  Administrator. 

13.  FICTION 

A  Congressman  who  recently  returned  from 
a  trip  to  England  stated  that  he  had  seen  “at 
least  a  square  mile  of  American-made  farm 
machinery,  new  tractors,  plows,  harrows,  and 
disks,  packed  close  together,"  which  he  un¬ 
derstood  had  been  sent  from  the  United 
States  under  lend-lease. 

FACT 

Actually  what  was  seen  in  England  was  a 
depot  where  American  tractors  with  auxiliary 
equipment  were  stored  preparatory  to  ship¬ 
ment  to  France  to  build  military  roads  or 
assignments  on  war  projects  in  England  such 
as  the  clearance  of  ground  for  air  bases.  At 
certain  times  before  and  after  the  invasion  of 
France  there  were  as  many  as  500  to  600  trac¬ 
tors,  with  necessary  equipment,  at  this  depot 
awaiting  shipment.  They  are  continually 
moving  either  to  the  battle  lines  or  to  war 
tasks  behind  the  lines.  All  equipment  such 
as  this  which  has  been  shipped  to  England 
has  been  recommended  by  representatives  of 
the  United  States  Government,  including 
high-ranking  military  officers,  who  are  con¬ 
stantly  in  touch  with  the  situation  in  Eng¬ 
land  and  only  recommend  equipment  which 
in  their  opinion  will  serve  best  in  the  win¬ 
ning  of  the  war. 

19.  FICTION 

A  rumor  which  has  been  particularly  irri¬ 
tating  to  the  farmers  of  this  country,  who 
have  been  unable  to  get  the  farm  machinery 
which  they  need,  concerns  the  alleged  stor¬ 
age  in  Algiers  of  a  large  number  of  combines 
which  have  been  sent  there  under  lend-lease. 

FACTS 

In  the  last  2  years  approximately  230  com¬ 
bines  were  shipped  to  French  North  Africa. 
These  represent  but  a  fraction  of  1  percent 
of  our  total  production.  We  are  being  paid 
for  all  combines  delivered  in  north  Africa. 
An  investigation  carried  on  in  Algiers  last 
July  disclosed  that  agricultural  machinery 
shipped  there  was  on  its  way  to  producing 
areas  within  10  to  12  days  after  arrival  at 
port.  There  is  a  strict  rationing  system  in 
effect  which  insures  that  machines  go  where 
they  are  most  needed.  The  combines  which 
we  have  shipped  have  served  as  replacements 
for  equipment  which  has  worn  out  or  which 
was  destroyed  as  a  result  of  the  war.  They 
have  aided  north  Africa  to  maintain  produc¬ 
tion  of  food,  large  quantities  of  which  have 
been  furnished  to  United  States  forces  in  the 
Mediterranean  as  reverse  lend-lease,  and 
since  D-day  to  metropolitan  France. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Smith], 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  H.  R.  2013,  known  as  the  lend-lease 
bill,  was  reported  out  by  the  committee 
Just  a  few  days  ago.  It  was  not  a  unan¬ 
imous  report  at  that  time,  however  there 
was  a  feeling  on  the  part  of  a  few  of 
us  who  filed  minority  views  that  an  ef¬ 
fort  should  be  made  to  reconcile  the 
differences  that  existed.  The  distin¬ 


guished  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Vorys]  was  given  the  responsibility  of 
attempting  to  work  out  a  satisfactory 
amendment  with  Mr.  Crowley  and  his 
able  counsel.  An  amendment  was 
worked  out  over  the  week-end  and  yes¬ 
terday  it  was  approved  by  the  whole 
committee  and  it  will  be  offered  at  the 
proper  time.  Credit,  if  any,  must  go 
chiefly  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Vorys  1  for  his  successful  efforts  to  recon¬ 
cile  committee  differences  so  there  could 
be  unanimity  of  action  on  the  part  of  the 
committee  today. 

The  bill  comes  to  us  again  as  a  war 
measure;  it  is  “to  extend  for  1  year  the 
provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  United  States.”  Yet  reports 
were  current  that  the  program  was  going 
far  afield  and  was  about  to  become  a  ve¬ 
hicle  for  post-war  relief  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion.  I  am  sure  that  many  Members  of 
the  House  have  read  newspaper  and 
magazine  accounts  of  alleged  abuses  of 
the  program,  which,  of  course,  are  denied 
by  lend-lease  authorities.  In  that  con¬ 
nection,  however,  James  M.  Landis,  for¬ 
mer  minister  to  the  Middle  East,  and 
certainly  pro-New  Deal,  made  some  per¬ 
tinent  comments  with  reference  to  the 
lend-lease  program  in  the  Middle  East. 
In  an  interview  by  Louis  M.  Lyons,  in  the 
Boston  Sunday  Globe  of  February  4, 1945, 
he  said: 

Of  all  the  things  that  engendered  the 
anti-British  feeling  in  the  Near  East,  the 
sorest  when  I  got  there  was  their  handling 
of  lend-lease.  The  area  was  full  of  rumor, 
some' of  it  true.  It  was  the  first  thing  I  went 
after,  to  correct  it,  not  only  for  itself  but 
to  make  a  sound  basis  for  Anglo-American 
unity.  I  think  there  is  nothing  wrong  now. 
The  British  distributed  lend-lease  materials 
out  there  to  meet  civilian  needs  without  ref¬ 
erence  to  us.  But  that  was  our  own  fault. 
Our  arrangements  were  so  loose  that  they 
were  violating  no  law  in  selling  goods  that 
we  had  consigned  to  their  military.  If  you 
give  a  man  free  rein  and  he  feels  entitled  to 
use  it  for  purposes  of  his  own  that  he  can 
always  relate  somehow  to  the  war. 

And  continuing,  Mr.  Landis  said: 

I  had  to  be  very  outspoken  with  the  British 
at  first.  I  said  they  must  pay  us  for  the 
lend-lease  materials  they  had  sold  to  the  na¬ 
tive  population  and  governments  for  politi¬ 
cal  or  any  other  reasons.  They  wondered 
about  me  for  a  few  minutes  but  then  dis¬ 
covered  that  I  was  working  in  the  interest  of 
true  American  accord.  I  said  the  proceeds 
belonged  to  us.  They  saw  .the  point  so  they 
paid.  They  coughed  up  millions  of  dollars 
of  the  proceeds  of  sales  of  our  lend-lease  out 
there. 

Continuing,  he  said: 

Not  a  single  item  of  lend-lease  today  is 
transferred  out  of  the  hands  of  the  British 
military  without  our  consent.  That’s  im¬ 
portant. 

And  further  said  he: 

I  found  we  were  pretending  to  operate  an 
Anglo-American  agency  out  there  but  we 
were  really  underwriting  British  policy.  I 
felt  we  should  have  our  own  policy  and  play 
our  own  part. 

It  is  obvious,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
lend-lease  program  is  so  vast  in  scope 
that  abuses  are  bound  to  arise  unless 
there  is  vigorous  attention  to  the  details 
of  the  program.  It  seems  quite  certain 
that  we  shall  never  know  just  what  has 
happened  with  this  entire  program  until 
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the  war  is  over  and  Congress  can  begin 
a  detailed  study  of  all  that  has  tran¬ 
spired.  A  short  time  ago,  another  sour 
note  with  reference  to  the  program  was 
expressed  by  one  Samuel  D.  Marble 
writing  in  the  Christian  Century  for  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1945,  in  an  article  dealing  with 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  He  had  this  to  say  about 
lend-lease: 

In  this  case,  however,  our  affection  for 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  does  not  prevent  us  from  hav¬ 
ing  other  enthusiasms  and  our  divided  loyalty 
goes  far  to  explain  the  muddled  state  of 
affairs.  Perhaps  the  decisive  reason  why  the 
international  relief  machinery  has  produced 
so  little  is  that  it  cannot  meet  the  compen¬ 
sation  we  have  chosen  to  give  it  in  the  form 
of  the  American  lend-lease  organizations. 
This  agency  is  also  in  the  business  of  giving 
away  supplies  which  are  increasingly  for 
civilian  consumption.  Probably  the  United 
Nations  relief  administration  will  never  in' 
its  lifetime  distribute  as  much  material  as 
the  Lend-Lease  office  has  shipped  away  in  1 
year.  The  reason  why  needy  nations  prefer 
to  do  business  with  Lend-Lease  is  that  this 
agency  is  able  to  give  supplies  on  a  protocol 
basis.  It  does  not  ask  for  an  accounting  nor 
pry  into  their  use  after  they  are  delivered. 
Since  the  principal  source  of  all  these  com¬ 
modities  is  the  United  States  there  is  no  rea¬ 
son  why  Russia  for  example  should  stand  in 
line  to  tap  her  rations  through  the  U.  ^  R.  R. 
A.  bunghole  so  long  as  the  barrel  is  open  at 
the  top.  There  is  no  reason  why  she  should 
prepare  a  detailed  justification  for  her  re¬ 
quests  when  she  can  have  what  she  wants 
without  going  to  all  the  trouble.  The  relief 
administration  on  the  other  hand  is  bound 
by  a  variety  of  regulations  and  conventions. 
There  is  one  rule  for  U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  and  an¬ 
other  for  Lend-Lease.  If  in  the  use  of  inter¬ 
national  conduct  it  is  possible  to  think  of 
such  a  thing  as  a  double  standard,  then 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  must  be  feminine,  for  in  her 
case  the  expectations  are  far  more  exacting. 

The  Office  of  Foreign  Economic  Administra¬ 
tion,  of  which  Lend-Lease  is  a  part,  is  at 
present  transporting  supplies  to  all  the 
Allied  Nations  and  to  Italy  as  well.  Because 
the  detailed  operations  of  this  Office  are 
highly  secret,  it  is  impossible  to  say  what 
portion  of  the  materials  presently  being 
shipped  abroad  is  for  civilian  use.  However, 
enough  is  known  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
United  States,  with  a  virtual  monopoly  of 
exportable  surplus  and  means  of  transporta¬ 
tion  is  in  a  position  to  render  the  relief  agency 
virtually  functionless  by  diverting  supplies 
through  other  channels. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  sense  the  attitude 
of  my  constituents  correctly,  they,  too, 
are  asking  pertinent  questions  regarding 
lend-lease  operations.  If  any  criticism 
is  to  be  directed  toward  the  program 
at  all,  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  that 
heretofore  the  entire  lend-lease  program 
has  been  surrounded  with  an  air  of 
secrecy.  The  time  has  now  come,  it 
seems  to  me,  for  a  frank  statement  of 
this  whole  program,  and  although  we  are 
now  entering  into  another  phase  of  it 
from  this  point  on,  we  must  deal  frankly 
and  honestly  with  the  people  of  this 
country. 

It  was  my  purpose,  Mr.  Chairman,  to 
offer  a  simple  resolution  confining  the 
program  for  the  balance  of  the  war  to 
military  lend-lease  only.  The  resolution 
I  propose  would  have  been  something 
like  this: 

Provided,  however,  That  henceforth  all  aid 
provided  for  herein  shall  be  limited  to  the 
weapons  of  war,  all  having  a  military-end 
use. 
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I  would  have  contended  that  lend- 
lease,  being  originally  designed  as  part 
of  our  program  for  national  defense  that 
it  should  not  now  be  used  as  a  vehicle 
for  a  post-war  relief  or  rehabilitation 
agency.  I  am  now  of  the  opinion  that 
the  committee  amendment  accomplishes 
the  same  objective  I  had  in  mind, 
namely,  that  it  is  a  prohibition  designed 
to  prevent  the  President  from  using  the 
program  for  post-war  purposes.  Yet  it 
will  provide  weapons  of  war  for  our 
allies  until  the  end  of  the  war. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  The  gentleman  will 
recall  that  when  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Miller]  returned  from 
Europe  a  short  time  ago  he  reported  to 
us  that  he  had  seen  a  square  mile  of 
American-made  farm  machinery  that 
was  packed  in  just  as  tight  as  they  could 
possibly  get  them  at  a  point  about  63 
miles  north  of  London;  that  Britain  had 
sold  a  thousand  units  of  this  farm  ma¬ 
chinery,  consisting  of  tractors,  plows, 
disks,  and  so  forth,  to  the  Egyptians, 
and  it  is  the  further  information  we  get 
that  Britain  is  acting  as  a  sort  of  whole¬ 
saler  of  American-made  farm  machinery 
to  all  parts  of  the  world.  This  is  being 
done,  I  am  told,  under  lend-lease.  Is 
there  any  Member  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  who  can  justify  transactions  of 
that  kind,  more  especially  at  this  time 
when  there  is  such  a  crying  need  for 
labor-saving  machinery  on  our  farms  to 
take  the  place  of  boys  who  have  been 
drafted  into  the  military  service? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  can  only 
say  to  the  gentleman,  in  answer  to  his 
question,  that  the  authorities  deny  that 
such  a  situation  exists.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  was  inquired  into  and  the  au¬ 
thorities  tell  us  that  the  situation  does 
not  exist. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Why,  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Miller]  was  taken 
up  to  this  place  by  an  American  Army 
colonel  who  protested  the  manner  in 
which  we  were  being  hornswoggled. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
Will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  entire  Near  East  and  middle 
eastern  program  of  lend-lease  is  shortly 
to  be  terminated,  and  as  far  as  Africa  is 
concerned  it  is  to  be  terminated  on  July 
1,  1945,  which  will  mean  that  there  will 
not  be  any  more  abuses  in  that  territory? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  That  is 
right.  Of  course,  that  applies  to  the 
Middle  East.  The  gentleman  was  talk¬ 
ing  about  a  situation  that  existed  in 
England. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  What  assurance  have 
we  that  these  abuses  and  misuses  will 
not  be  continued  in  Europe? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  All  we  have 
to  rely  on,  it  seems  to  me,  is  the  integrity 
of  these  people  who  are  administering 
the  program. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 


Mr.  BLOOM.  In  answer  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  regarding  the  assurances,  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  House  could  get  any  bet¬ 
ter  assurance  than  that  given  by  the  of¬ 
ficers  administering  lend-lease  that  such 
a  condition  does  not  exist.  The  record 
contains  many  statements  by  Adminis¬ 
trator  Crowley  and  other  people  that 
such  a  condition  does  not  exist. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield  further,  all  we  have 
had  within  the  last  12  years  is  assurance, 
assurance;  spending,  spending;  taxing, 
taxing;  electing,  electing. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  may  I  just  point  out  that  Mr.  Landis 
in  his  statement  has  now  assured  us,  and 
so  testified,  that  that  entire  situation  in 
the  Middle  East  has  been  corrected.  It 
is  obvious,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  lend- 
lease  program  is  so  vast  in  scope  that 
abuses  are  bound  to  arise.  It  seems  quite 
certain  that  we  shall  never  know  just 
what  has  happened  with  the  entire  pro¬ 
gram  until  the  war  is  over. 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  LUTHER  A  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  from  Illinois  [Mrs.  Douglas!. 

Mrs.  DOUGLAS  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  early  in  1941  an  historic  debate  took 
place  over  an  original  and  daring  plan 
called  lend-lease.  National  organiza¬ 
tions  took  their  stand  for  and  against 
this  measure.  Because  I  was  active  in 
Illinois  in  one  of  those  groups  which  from 
the  start  supported  the  new  policy,  I  am 
glad  to  make  my  first  statement  in  the 
House  on  this  subject. 

Perhaps  because  of  my  long-term  in¬ 
terest  in  this  matter,  my  mail  has  been 
heavy  since  hearings  on  the  extension 
of  lend-lease  opened  in  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs.  Civic  leaders  and 
dozens  of  citizens  have  been  reminding 
me  that  lend-lease  was  created  a  weap¬ 
on  for  victory  4  years  ago.  The  war  has 
now  reached  its  crisis.  The  tempo  is  aug¬ 
menting  and  we  must  use  every  ounce  of 
our  strength  to  finish  the  job.  We  dare 
not  set  aside  our  chosen  weapon  or  fum¬ 
ble  with  it  at  this  time. 

In  1241  may  distinguished  national  or¬ 
ganizations  endorsed  lend-lease  and  ever 
since  have  assumed  its  continuance  with¬ 
out  hampering  amendments  throughout 
the  war.  Among  the  women’s  organiza¬ 
tions  solidly  supporting  extension  are; 

American  Association  of  University 
Women. 

American  Federation  of  Teachers. 

Association  for  Nursery  Education. 

General  Federation  of  Women’s  Clubs. 

Girls  Friendly  Society  of  the  U.  S.  A. 

National  board,  Y.  W.  C.  A. 

National  Council  of  Jewish  Women. 

National  League  of  Women  Voters. 

National  Service  Star  Legion. 

National  Women’s  Trade  Union 
League. 

Those  of  us  who  supported  lend-lease 
in  1941  did  so  because  we  believed  that 
the  surest  way  to  keep  war  away  from 
America  was  to  help  those  nations  which 
were  resisting  aggression.  Already  Hit¬ 
ler  had  conquered  most  of  Europe  and 
Britain  stood  alone  with  her  best  equip¬ 
ment  lost  at  Dunkerque.  If  Britain  went 


down  and  her  Navy  were  taken  over  by 
the  enemy,  as  looked  all  too  likely,  our 
own  chance  was  poor  to  continue  the 
American  way  of  life,  an  island  of  free¬ 
dom  in  a  totalitarian  world.  At  the  risk 
cf  reprisals  from  the  dictators,  we  de¬ 
cided  therefore  to  become  the  arsenal  of 
democracy  and  to  aid  those  few  nations 
which  continued  the  fight. 

In  a  sense  we  were  purchasing  time 
to  prepare  ourselves.  At  this  period, 
however,  there  were  still  many  who  be¬ 
lieved  that  we  could  do  business  with 
Hitler  and  keep  the  peace  with  Hirohito. 
New  light  since  that  time  and  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  the  plans  of  the  dictators  have 
justified  the  wisdom  of  our  decision  in 
1941.  The  dictators’  schedule  called  for 
the  destruction  one  by  one  of  its  vic¬ 
tims.  Happily,  and  with  the  help  of  our 
suoplies,  other  great  powers  were  still 
fighting  the  enemy  when  war  came  to 
America. 

The  policy  of  immediate  credit  and 
rapid  transfer  of  supplies  I  have  called 
original  because  it  enabled  the  industrial 
nations  to  pool  the  necessary  resources 
at  once  in  order  to  bind  into  a  unified 
strategy  the  striking  power  of  numerous 
allies.  In  dollars  we  have  spent  on  lend- 
lease  only  about  16  percent  of  what  we 
have  sDent  on  our  total  war  effort.  But 
that  16  percent  has  forged  the  links  of 
the  grand  alliance  which  is  winning  the 
war  in  all  parts  of  the  world.  It  has  co¬ 
ordinated  action.  All  planning  today 
and  for  the  future  is  based  upon  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  mutual  aid,  which  this  act  de¬ 
veloped. 

The  pooling  of  materials  and  labor 
have  earned  dividends  many  times  on  the 
original  investment.  Strategic  items 
have  uncorked  bottlenecks  of  produc¬ 
tion.  As  an  example,  alloys  have  been 
sent  to  help  produce  steel  in  Russia,  alu¬ 
minum  to  help  produce  planes,  and  small 
amounts  of  American  farm  equipment 
have  helped  multiply  the  necessary  har¬ 
vests  in  Britain. 

The  all-important  fact  is  that  lend- 
lease  is  speeding  victory.  What  that 
means  to  us  is  that  American  lives  are 
being  saved,  thousands  upon  thousands 
of  them.  This  is  the  supreme  fact  which 
concerns  us  today. 

Our  factories  have  been  able  to  turn 
cut  more  munitions,  more  planes  and 
tanks  than  we  could  effectively  use. 
Elsewhere  there  were  men  eager  to  fight 
the  common  foe  but  without  weapons  or 
money  to  purchase  them.  The  creative 
statesmanship  behind  lend-lease  placed 
those  surplus  weapons  in  the  hands  that 
needed  them.  Because  of  that  sharing, 
our  allies  were  able  to  use  their  man¬ 
power  more  fully  and  to  increase  the  mo¬ 
bility  and  fire  power  of  their  troops.  As 
an  example,  lend-lease  has  equipped  a 
French  Army  of  8  divisions  with  300  sup¬ 
porting  units  and  an  air  force  of  1,500 
men.  This  Army  has  played  an  impres¬ 
sive  part  in  the  liberation  of  Europe. 
In  the  Mediterranean  theater,  is  another 
example,  our  troops  forms  only  about 
one-fifth  of  the  total  number,  but  Brit¬ 
ish  and  American  lend-lease  have  jointly 
equipped  Polish,  Brazilian,  South  Afri¬ 
can,  Indian,  and  French  troops  which 
comprise  the  rest.  In  those  sections 
where  they  fight,  our  men  need  not  fight. 


1945 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


A  like  story  can  be  told  of  sea  power 
whefe  American-made  ships  have  been 
equipped  and  manned  by  our  allies.  Ev¬ 
ery  enemy  that  our  allies  put  out  of  com- 
gat  means  fewer  enemies  for  American 
boys  to  face. 

Since  this  is  a  joint  struggle,  we  cannot 
put  more  value  on  American  planes  than 
on  the  English  boys  shot  down  in  them. 
Who  can  say  that  the  tanks  sent  to  the 
eastern  front  were  of  greater  value  than 
the  Russian  youths  who  manned  them? 
Our  allies  have  suffered  heavier  blood 
losses  than  we,  but  in  helping  them  to 
help  themselves,  we  have  reduced  the 
losses  for  all. 

We  loaned  our  neighbor  a  hose  when 
his  house  was  on  fire.  It  was  good  for 
the  neighbor  but  it  was  not  entirely  al¬ 
truism  on  our  part  for  we  hoped  that 
the  fire  would  be  put  out  on  his  property 
before  it  spread  to  ours.  It  did  finally 
leap  over  to  one  end  of  our  yard  and 
then,  of  course,  we  all  rolled  up  our 
sleeves  and  our  young  men  grabbed  an¬ 
other  length  of  hose  and  went  after  the 
fire  in  earnest.  I  do  not  know  what  our 
neighbors  would  think  if  we  paused  now 
to  consider  taking  back  the  hose  which 
we  had  loaned.  But  I  do  know  that  our 
American  fighting  men  would  have  cause 
for  fury.  Until  the  fire  is  stamped  out, 
we  must  wholeheartedly  go  on  extin¬ 
guishing  it  and  must  not  pause  to  con¬ 
sider  at  what  o’clock  we  shall  drag  home 
the  hose. 

(Mrs.  DOUGLAS  of  Illinois  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  her  remarks  in  the  Record.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Mer- 
ROW  ] . 

Mr.  MERROW.  Mr.  Chairman,  4 
years  ago,  on  the  11th  of  March  1941,  the 
original  Lend-Lease  Act  went  into  effect. 
During  the  weeks  immediately  preceding 
the  adoption  of  this  historic  legislation  I 
expressed  my  wholehearted  support  of 
the  proposed  program  in  New  Hampshire 
through  the  press,  over  the  radio,  and  on 
the  public  platform.  The  people  of  my 
State  were  for  this  legislation.  They 
have  given  it  their  enthusiastic  support 
from  its  inception.  Since  becoming  a 
Member  of  this  House  in  January  1943, 
I  have  had  the  opportunity  on  two  occa¬ 
sions  to  vote  for  the  extension  of  lend- 
lease.  'As  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Affairs  in  the  present  Con¬ 
gress,  I  voted  to  report  favorably  the  bill 
now  under  consideration.  This  resolu¬ 
tion  will  continue  lend-lease  for  an¬ 
other  year,  to  June  30,  1946.  I  hope  the 
Congress  will  vote  for  this  extension 
overwhelmingly.  Let  us,  by  passing  this 
bill,  with  unanimity  send  an  announce¬ 
ment  to  our  already  collapsing  enemies 
that  we  are  determined  to  prosecute  the 
war  with  ever-increasing  determination 
and  vigor  until  Germany  and  Japan  sur¬ 
render  unconditionally. 

When  the  Lend-Lease  Act  first  became 
a  law  this  country  was  not  engaged  in 
hostilities  but  Europe  was  overrun  by  the 
Nazi  hordes  and  the  defenders  of  free¬ 
dom  were  hard  pressed.  The  invasion 
of  Russia  was  to  occur  in  a  period  of  ap¬ 
proximately  3  months.  Lend-lease  gave 
encouragement  to  those  who  were  so  gal¬ 


lantly  resisting  Hitlerism.  It  afforded 
much  needed  aid  to  the  countries  striv¬ 
ing  to  check  Nazi  aggression.  The  Con¬ 
gress  realized  that  the  defense  of  those 
who  were  fighting  Germany  was  vital  to 
the  interests  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  The  formulation  and  the 
adoption  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  is  evi¬ 
dence  of  far-sighted  American  states¬ 
manship,  and  will  remain  in  our  history 
as  an  imperishable  monument  to  the 
Congress  that  adopted  it.  Under  lend- 
lease  we  have  given  invaluable  assist¬ 
ance  to  our  allies.  The  efforts  of  the 
United  Nations  have  been  unified.  It 
was  a  most  important  step  in  preparing 
American  industry  for  the  great  task  of 
producing  war  materials  for  this  unpar¬ 
alleled  conflict. 

From  the  beginning  of  lend-lease  in 
those  dark  days  of  1941,  the  United 
Nations  have  successfully  turned  the 
tide  of  Hitlerism  which  so  sinisterly 
threatened  freedom.  Since  1941  we 
have  come  a  long  way.  Victory  after 
victory  has  been  scored.  Today  our 
troops  stand  in  triumph  on  the  east 
bank  of  the  Rhine.  The  heart  of  every 
American  is  thrilled  as  the  good  news 
continues  to  pour  in  from  the  battle 
fronts  of  Europe  and  the  Pacific.  It  may 
be  only  a  matter  of  weeks  before  we  wit¬ 
ness  the  complete  and  final  collapse  of 
Hitler’s  regime  of  hate  and  murder.  In 
all  our  victories  lend-lease  has  played  a 
most  prominent  and  a  most  vital  part. 
Lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  have 
been  highly  effective  weapons  for  the 
United  Nations. 

In  the  fighting  of  modern  war  thou¬ 
sands  of  items  are  essential.  Lend-lease 
consists  of  goods  transferred,  such  as 
munitions,  petroleum  products,  indus¬ 
trial  products,  agricultural  products,  and 
services  rendered  The  Foreign  Econom¬ 
ic  Administration  has  listed  10  categories 
under  the  types  of  items  lend-lease  has 
made  available  to  our  allies.  They  in¬ 
clude  ordnance  and  ammunition,  air¬ 
craft  and  parts,  tanks,  and  other  motor 
vehicles  and  parts,  watercraft  and  parts, 
machinery,  metals,  petroleum  products, 
.foodstuffs,'  agricultural  products  other 
than  foodstuffs,  and  miscellaneous  ma¬ 
terials.  I  have  referred  to  these  items 
since  they  illustrate  the  complexity  and 
the  magnitude  of  modern  industrial  war¬ 
fare.  Practically  every  substance  on 
earth  is  a  defense  item. 

Ninety-eight  percent  of  the  lend-lease 
aid  has  been  furnished  to  our  major  al¬ 
lies — the  Soviet  Union,  the  British  Com¬ 
monwealth,  China,  and  France. 
Through  December  31,  1944,  lend-lease 
aid  totaled  $35,382,646,000.  Since  that 
time,  according  to  a  letter  written  by  Leo 
T.  Crowley,  Foreign  Economic  Admin¬ 
istrator,  to  the  President  in  recognition 
of  the  fourth  anniversary  of  lend-lease, 
the  figures  for  January  1945  are  about 
$1,175,000,000,  bringing  the  total  lend- 
lease  aid  through  January  1945  to  over 
$36,500,000,000.  These  figures  symbolize 
the  extent  of  the  program.  They  speak 
eloquently  for  the  effectiveness  of  this 
most  telling  war  weapon. 

For  several  weeks  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  has  held  extensive  hearings 
on  this  bill.  The  review  of  the  lend- 
lease  program  by  the  committee  has  been 
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extremely  searching.  We  have  meticu¬ 
lously  scrutinized  every  phase  of  this 
giant  undertaking.  Not  a  single  witness 
appeared  before  the  committee  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  extension  of  lend-lease. 
Detailed  reports  were  made  by  all  those 
connected  with  the  carrying  out  of  the 
program.  To  date  18  reports  have  been 
submitted  to  Congress  on  its  operation. 
No  act  has  received  a  more  thorough 
congressional  review.  The  rumors  con¬ 
cerning  lend-lease  so  frequently  heard 
were  investigated  and  found  to  be  with¬ 
out  basis.  The  results  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  under  the  title  “Lend-Lease  Fact 
and  Fiction”  are  included  in  the  record 
of  the  hearings. 

With  the  adoption  of  the  proposed 
committee  amendment  all  fear  that 
lend-lease  will  be  employed  in  the  post¬ 
war  period  will  be  dispelled.  The  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  will  write  into  the 
law  the  position  taken  by  the  Foreign 
Economic  Administrator  that  lend- 
lease  is  a  war  measure  and  should  not 
be  used  after  the  war  is  over.  Lend- 
lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  in  both  the 
European  and  the  Pacific  theaters  of 
warfare  are  devastating  weaporis  against 
our  enemies.  Lend-lease  has  made  pos¬ 
sible  the  pooling  of  the  material  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  Nations.  It  has 
greatly  augmented  our  cooperative  ef¬ 
fort.  It  gave  courage  to  and  sustained 
our  allies  in  the  darkest  period  of  this 
conflict.  It  was  a  vital  step  in  preparing 
this  Nation  for  total  war.  Lend-lease 
has,  without  doubt,  been  a  major  factor 
in  shortening  this  struggle.  Thousands 
of  lives  have  been  and  will  be  saved  by 
lend-lease.  We  are  at  the  dawn  of  vic¬ 
tory.  Oqr  efforts  must  not  be  slackened. 
We  cannot  conceive  of  discontinuing 
lend-lease.  To  do  this  would  be  a  seri¬ 
ous  blow  to  our  allies  and  to  our  own  war 
effort.  We  must  continue  lend-lease 
until  every  enemy  is  completely  over¬ 
come.  After  hostilities  cease  let  us  hope 
that  the  same  spirit  of  cooperation  which 
has  characterized  our  lend-lease  activi¬ 
ties  will  permeate  the  thinking  of  the 
statesmen  in  the  post-war  period.  Such 
a  spirit  of  cooperation  will  be  most  ef¬ 
fective  in  the  construction  of  a  decent 
international  society  of  permanent 
peace. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  12  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mans¬ 
field], 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  believe  it  is  appropriate  at 
this  time,  under  the  discussions  having 
to  do  with  the  extension  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act,  that  we  say  a  few  words  about 
China  and  the  situation  in  that  country 
and  in  that  part  of  the  world. 

Lend-lease  aid  to  China  started  in 
mid-1941.  Up  to  July  1,  1944,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amounts  of  supplies  had  been 
shipped  from  the  United  States  for  Chi¬ 
nese  account:  In  long  tons,  303,262.22; 
in  dollar  value,  $371,645,836.  Approxi¬ 
mately  232,000  of  these  tons  were  shipped 
to  India.  The  balance  was  shipped  to 
Rangoon  or  sunk  en  route. 

About  half  this  amount  still  remains 
In  inventory  in  India,  while  the  rest  has 
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either  been  flown  into  China,  issued  to 
Chinese  troops  in  India,  or  put  to  use 
by  American  or  British  troops  in  India. 

The  greatest  single  effort  to  aid  China 
has  been  applied  to  building  up  the  Air 
Transport  Command  operation  which 
rose  from  a  few  tons  a  month  to  a  total 
now  of  approximately  44,000  tons  a 
month.  Approximately  210,000  tons  of 
supplies  have  been  flown  into  Kunming, 
China,  from  India  between  April  1942 
and  July  1,  1944. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  RANDOLPH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
hesitate  to  interrupt  my  friend,  who 
•knows  so  well  his  subject  and  who  is 
speaking  about  China  and  the  aid  this 
country  has  given  the  Chinese  people.  I 
do  it  because  he  has  just  mentioned 
Kunming.  Visiting  the  Capitol  this  aft¬ 
ernoon,  greeting  our  Vice  President  and 
Speaker  and  many  Members — and  I  trust 
he  will  shake  hands  with  the  gentleman 
from  Montana  also — is  Dr.  S.  Y.  Chen,  a 
29-year-old  Chinese  doctor  who  gave 
vital  medical  care  to  Capt.  Ted  Lawson 
and  his  four  companions  when  they 
crashed  in  China  after  the  1942  raid  on 
Tokyo,  has  just  arrived  in  the  United 
States.  Dr.  Shen-yen  Chen  will  study 
surgery  for  2  years  at  American  Govern¬ 
ment  expense.  This  chance  to  realize  an 
ambition  which  he  has  long  had  is  given 
to  him  as  a  gesture  of  appreciation  of  his 
sacrifice  and  risk  in  tending  the  injured 
American  flyers  behind  the  Japanese 
lines  and  guiding  them  to  safety  in  Free 
China. 

Dr.  Chen’s  story  is  well  known  to  Amer¬ 
icans  who  have  read  or  seen  the  screen 
version  of  Captain  Lawson’s  book,  Thirty 
Seconds  Over  Tokyo.  The  young  Chinese 
doctor  was  working  in  his  father’s  hos¬ 
pital  in  an  inland  city  in  Japanese-oc¬ 
cupied  territory  when  the  Tokyo  raiders 
were  brought  in  by  their  guerilla  rescuers. 
At  great  personal  risk  and  refusing  all 
compensation,  Dr.  Chen  and  his  father 
treated  the  wounded  flyers. 

As  soon  as  the  men  were  well  enough 
to  move,  young  Dr.  Chen  traveled  with 
them  on  the  long  journey  to  Kunming  to 
make  sure  of  their  safety.  There  he 
parted  with  the  flyers  in  ,June  1942. 
Since  that  time  Dr.  Chen  has  been  in  the 
Medical  Detachment  of  the  Chinese  Air 
Force  in  Chungking.  The  invitation  for 
him  to  study  in  America  was  extended 
by  the  Department  of  State  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  its  program  of  cultural  rela¬ 
tions  with  China. 

I  feel  that  when  we  speak  of  the  Chi¬ 
nese  we  should  give  real  words  of  credit 
not  only  to  that  great  nation  but  to  those 
individuals  like  Dr.  Chen,  slight  of  stat¬ 
ure  but  staunch  of  soul. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  I 
thank  the  gentleman  and  wish  to  say 
there  are  millions  of  other  Dr.  Chens  in 
China  who  have  rendered  great  service 
helping  to  get  flying  personnel  who  have 
been  forced  down  behind  the  Japanese 
lines  back  to  their  own  headquarters. 
To  Dr.  Chen  and  to  his  people  we  owe 
a  great  debt  for  their  assistance  to  us  and 
for  their  7  Vz  -year  battle  against  Japan. 


Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  I  am 
delighted  to. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.'  JOHNSON.  The 
gentleman  now  addressing  us  is  well 
qualified  to  testify  with  reference  to  the 
Chinese  people  because  of  the  fact  that 
he  spent  many  years  of  residence  in 
China  before  this  war,  and  only  within 
recent  months  made  a  trip  of  investiga¬ 
tion  to  China.  I  am  glad  to  corroborate 
what  was  said  by  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD  of  Montana.  I 
thank  the  gentleman. 

Lend-lease  aid  to  China  started  in  mid 
1941.  Up  to  July  1,  1944,  the  following 
amount  of  supplies  had  bean  shipped 
from  the  United  States  for  China’s  ac¬ 


count: 

Quantity  (in  long  tons) -  303.232.22 

Approximate  dollar  value - $371,  645,  836 


Approximately  232,003  tons  were 
shipped  to  India.  The  balance  was 
shipped  to  Rangoon  or  sunk  en  route. 

About  half  this  amount  still  remains 
in  inventory  in  India,  while  the  rest  has 
either  been  flown  into  China,  issued  to 
Chinese  troops  in  India,  or  put  to  use  by 
American  or  British  troops  in  India. 

The  greatest  single  effort  to  aid  China 
has  been  applied  to  building  up  the  Air 
Transport  Command  operation  which 
rose  from  a  few  tons  a  month  to  a  total 
now  of  approximately  44,000  tons  a 
month.  Approximately  210,000  tons  of 
supplies  have  been  flown  into  Kunming, 
China,  from  India  between  April  1942 
and  July  1,  1944.  More  than  half  of  this, 
however,  represents  supplies  for  the 
Fourteenth  Air  Force  and  equipment  for 
Chinese  troops  used  by  Stilwell  in  his 
attempt  to  recapture  the  Burma  Road. 
Only  a  very  small  amount  of  supplies  is 
delivered  to  the  Chinese  to  do  with  as 
they  see  fit,  the  largest  part  of  which 
consists  of  materials  for  the  Chinese  ar¬ 
senals.  Even  when  the  supplies  reach 
Kunming  they  have  800  or  more  miles  to 
go  to  reach  fighting  fronts  and  the 
transportation  forward  from  Kunming 
to  Chungking  and  every  other  part  of 
China  totaled  only  approximately  3,000 
tons  per  month  in  May  1944  and  is  only 
about  7,000  tons  per  month  now. 

The  principal  direct  assistance  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  United  States  to  her  Chinese 
ally  is  that  furnished  by  the  Fourteenth 
Air  Force.  Since  July  4,  1942,  when  the 
Fourteenth  Air  Force  took  over  from  the 
American  volunteer  group,  it  has  sunk 
more  than  a  million  tons  of  Japanese 
shipping  and  has  provided  constant  in¬ 
terference  with  Japanese  internal  com¬ 
munications  in  China.  The  Fourteenth 
Air  Force  was  the  most  important  factor 
in  delaying  for  months  the  late  Japanese 
invasion  into  Kwangu  and  Kwangchow 
and  still  controls  the  air  over  China. 
Under  Gen.  Claire  Channault  it  has  per¬ 
formed  magnificently  during  the  course 
of  this  war  and  its  assistance  to  China 
has  been  invaluable.  Insofar  as  the 
present  situation  is  concerned,  there  are 
many  pressing  problems  in  China  today 
calling  for  action  both  by  China  and  the 
United  States. 

Chiang  Kai-shek  and  Gen.  A.  C.  Wede- 
meyer,  commander  in  chief  in  China, 


should  be  given  the  maximum  possible 
tonnage  of  supplies  flown  into  China,  be¬ 
cause  they  will  make  them  count  more 
than  any  other  operation  being  con¬ 
ducted  on  the  Asiatic  mainland. 

The  Ledo-Burma  Road  operation 
should  be  realistically  appraised.  It  is 
obvious  that  it  will  take  some  time  to  get 
this  road  in  full  operating  condition,  to 
get  pipe  lines  operating  beside  it,  and 
that  its  total  tonnage  will  be  relatively 
limited,  though  extremely  useful. 

The  Stilwell  program  for  training  Chi¬ 
nese  soldiers  should  continue,  but  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  no  policy 
of  extreme  paternalism  by  the  United 
States  Army  will  be  long  tolerated  by  the 
rising  nationalism  of  China.  The  train¬ 
ing  must  be  both  of  officers  and  men. 
Except  for  short  periods  of  time,  the 
leadership  in  operations  must  come  from 
the  Chinese  themselves,  tactfully  imple¬ 
mented  where  possible  by  American  ad¬ 
visers. 

A  port  on  the  China  coast  should  be 
opened  at  the  earliest  possible  date.  A 
realistic  program  should  be  developed  for 
utilizing  this  port  when  it  is  opened. 
Food  and  cotton  clotli  in  some  quantities 
will  be  necessary.  Finished  ordnance 
and  other  equipment  for  Chinese ‘troops 
should  be  supplied  in  this  way  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  they  can  be  used  practically. 
Principal  emphasis  should  be  on  supplies 
to  improve  China’s  near  extinct  internal 
transportation,  such  as  trucks,  water¬ 
craft,  gasoline,  spare  parts.  Fifteen 
thousand  especially  designed  trucks  are 
now  being  built  for  China  pursuant  to 
plans  worked  out  and  more  will  be  need¬ 
ed.  Large  quantities  of  medical  and 
public-health  supplies  will  be  needed 
also. 

Speaking  of  internal  transportation 
within  China  I  should  like  to  remark 
that  the  least  understood  fact  about  aid 
to  China  is  the  difficulty  of  absorbing 
the  aid  within  China  once  the  obstacle 
of  the  hump  is  overcome.  For  instance, 
in  December  1843  it  was  ascertained 
that  whereas  we  were  at  the  time  flying 
in  about  10,000  tons  of  cargo  a  month 
into  Kunming  the  ground  transporta¬ 
tion  facilities  within  China  did  not  ex¬ 
ceed  about  2,500  tons  a  month  out  of 
Kunming.  Today  a  similar  serious  situa¬ 
tion  prevails.  My  latest  information  is 
that  over-the-hump  tonnage  is  running 
over  40,000  tons  a  month,  but  that  ground 
transport  has  not  yet  reached  7,000  tons 
a  month. 

I  do  not  know  whether,  if  the  Chinese 
had  had  their  choice,  they  would  have 
preferred  to  have  the  supplies  themselves 
rather  than  have  had  General  Chen- 
nault  consume  them  in  the  form  of  avia¬ 
tion  gasoline  and  bombers  of  the 
Twentieth  Bomber  Command  use  them 
in  B-29  raids  over  Japan,  but  whatever 
the  tactical  decision  might  have  been, 
there  really  was  no  choice. 

However,  I  do  think  that  any  fair 
appraisal  of  the  situation  would  con¬ 
clude  that  so  far  as  tonnage  is  con¬ 
cerned,  we  have  put  in  all  the  tons  across 
the  hump  that  anybody  could  ever  ex¬ 
pect  us  to  do.  Indeed,  I  feel  that  in  at¬ 
tempting  the  Ledo  Road  project  we  tried 
to  put  in  too  much  aid  to  China  in  one 
sense  of  the  word.  In  pinning  our  faith 
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on  this  very  difficult  military  operation 
and  road-building  project  we  failed  to 
evaluate  the  cost  of  this  project  in  terms 
of  other  things  that  could  have  been 
done.  I  think  there  has  been  enough 
discussion  of  this  idea  above  to  show 
you  what  I  am  driving  at.  It  is  a  com¬ 
mon  saying  among  people  in  China  that 
we  swapped  Myitkyina  for  southeast 
China,  and  certainly  there  is  much  to  be 
said  for  the  argument  of  those  who  take 
that  view. 

The  current  attacks  on  lend-lease  aid 
to  China  are  generally  based  on  an 
analysis  of  the  tonnage  actually  de¬ 
livered  to  the  Chinese  for  their  own  use. 
Some  people  have  wished  to  cross  off 
as  aid  to  China  supplies  to  General  Chen- 
nault  or  to  the  B-29  project.  They  even 
wished  to  put  in  a  separate  category  sup¬ 
plies  which  have  been  given  to  troops 
within  China — the  Yoke  force — which 
have  been  operating  more  or  less  under 
General  Stilwell’s,  and  lately,  General 
Wedemeyer’s  direction  in  connection 
with  the  Burma  campaign.  I  think  that 
the  foundation  of  this  point  of  view  is 
very  debatable.  In  the  broad  sense,  the 
real  aid  to  China  has  and  will  continue  to 
be  the  activities  of  our  Pacific  Fleet.  Once 
one  recognizes  the  fact  that  the  Burma 
Road  will  contribute  but  will  not  be  the 
real  supply  route  to  China,  and  probably 
never  could  have  been,  one  will  then 
appreciate  that  in  a  true  military  sense 
it  has  always  been  necesary  to  wait  until 
our  fleet  could  drive  through  to  the  sea 
coast.  The  immensity  of  the  operations 
of  our  fleet,  the  amounts  of  money,  and 
the  number  of  lives  at  stake  in  trying  to 
liberate  China — although  we  are  also 
trying  to  beat  our  enemy  Japan — would 
perhaps  beggar  the  lend-lease  to  any 
other  nation. 

I  should  like  at  this  time  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  the  fine  spirit  of 
cooperation  which  exists  between  the 
F.  E.  A.  in  China  and  the  Army  in  that 
theater.  Furthermore,  the  cooperation 
between  these  two  groups  and  the  Chi¬ 
nese  Government  is  on  a  sound  and  mu¬ 
tually  agreeable  basis. 

The  chief  of  the  China  Section  of  the 
F.  E.  A.,  Mr.  Whiting  Willauer,  and  the 
acting  head  of  the  agency  in  Chungking, 
Mr.  William  Stanton,  have  done  a  re¬ 
markably  fine  job  in  trying  to  attend  to 
the  needs  of  the  Army  and  the  Chinese 
Government.  I  was  informed  while  vis¬ 
iting  the  headquarters  of  the  F.  E.  A.  in 
Chungking  that  of  all  the  material  sent 
into  China,  60  percent  goes  to  the  Four¬ 
teenth  Air  Force  and  the  Twentieth 
Bomber  Command  with  no  lend-lease 
connection  whatsoever;  30  percent  goes 
to  the  Y  force,  the  Z~force,  and  the 
S.  O.  S.;  10  percent  goes  to  lend-lease,  is 
administered  by  Mr.  Stanton,  and  is  de¬ 
scribed  as  the  C  or  civilian  type  of  ma¬ 
terial.  Of  this  10  percent  70  percent 
is  distributed  through  F.  E.  A.  and  30 
percent  through  the  Army.  These  fig¬ 
ures  are  for  the  first  9  months  of  1944, 
and  while  I  cannot  say  accurately  what 
the  situation  has  been  down  to  date,  it 
is  my  impression  that  the  figures  down 
to  the  present  time  would  be  Just  about 
the  same.  It  is  well  to  note  that  most 
of  the  'material  being  sent  into  China 
is  not  lend-lease  at  all,  but  is  primarily 
Army  supplies. 


It  is  my  hope  that  lend-lease  assistance 
to  China  will  be  stepped  up  as  time  goes 
on  so  that  together  America  and  China 
will  be  able  to  combine  their  joint  efforts 
in  contributing  toward  the  defeat  of 
Japan  on  an  ever-increasing  scale.  This 
is  necessary  and  important  because  for 
us  the  long  war  will  be  in  Asia.  It  is 
there  that  this  world-wide  struggle  will 
end  and  because  of  that  we  want  China 
to  assume  her  full  share  of  the  load  in 
defeating  our  common  enemy. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Knutson]. 

Mr.  KNUTSON  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
listened  to  the  remarks  of  the  very 
charming  young  Member  from  Illinois 
as  she  recited  the  virtues  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion  and  all  that  it  has  accomplished. 
However,  I  notice  that  the  Member  from 
Illinois  failed  to  tell  us  that  this  law, 
which  was  finally  enacted  on  March  11, 
1941,  was  but  one  of  many  of  President 
Roosevelt’s  devices  for  keeping  the  coun¬ 
try  out  of  war.  Lend-lease  has  already 
cost  the  American  taxpayers  $35,000,000,- 
000  more  than  the  total  cost  of  World 
War  No.  1.  Think  of  it.  And  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  there  is  very  little  bookkeeping 
in  connection  with  its  operation,  and  that 
those  who  sit  in  high  and  powerful  places 
have  assured  our  collaborationists,  if  I 
may  use  that  word,  time  and  again  that 
they  will  not  be  called  upon  to  repay 
any  part  thereof.  There  is  no  question 
but  that  lend-lease  has  done  much  good 
in  prosecuting  the  war  but  it  will  not  be 
needed  when  hostilities  cease  unless  the 
Congress  intends  to  tax  the  American 
people  for  the  post-war  cost  of  rehabili¬ 
tating  of  the  war-devastated  areas. 

I  freely  concede  that  it  has  contributed 
toward  the  shortening  of  the  war  and 
to  putting  new  heart  into  allies  who  were 
pretty  much  discouraged  when  we  got 
into  the  war,  although  you  would  not 
think  so  by  the  way  some  of  them  are 
acting  now.  But  it  has  done  much  good. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  has  also  been 
badly  abused. 

We  recall  that  when  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska,  Dr.  Miller,  returned 
from  England  not  long  ago,  he  told  us 
of  a  vast  field  of  power  farm  machinery 
in  storage  in  a  place  about  60  miles  north 
of  London,  all  American  made.  Britain 
was  acting  as  a  sort  of  superretail  sales¬ 
man  on  the  lot.  Only  a  few  days  before 
Dr.  Miller  visited  this  place  in  company 
with  an  American  Army  colonel  who 
wanted  to  show  Dr.  Miller  how  badly 
it  was  being  abused,  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  had  sold  10,  or  was  it  a  thousand 
units  consisting  of  three  pieces,  a  trac¬ 
tor,  plow,  and  disc,  to  the  Egyptians. 

It  is  my  infdrmation  that  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  under  lend-lease  is  going  to  all 
parts  of  the  world  by  way  of  London, 
all  of  which,  of  course,  will  redound 
to  the  benefit  of  our  allies  when  the 
war  is  over,  but  I  suppose  what  credit 
we  will  get  out  of  it  we  can  put  in  one 
eye. 

Then  there  is  the  case  of  the  British 
brigadier  who  registered  at  the  Waldorf. 
I  am  told  they  took  him  up  to  the  suite 
of  rooms  and,  as  he  looked  around  in  awe 
and  admired  the  sumptuous  furnishings, 
he  said,  “My,  ain’t  lend-lease  wonder¬ 
ful?” 
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Then,  of  course,  I  am  disposed  to  feel 
a  little  more  kindly  toward  lend-lease 
when  I  think  how  it  has  contributed  to 
the  mellowness  and  the  happiness  of  the 
innumerable  cocktail  parties  that  are  be¬ 
ing  held  in  some  of  our  best  hotels.  Far 
be  it  from  me  to  condemn  anything  that 
contrbutes  to  the  happiness  of  the  world, 
particularly  at  this  time  when  we  are  at 
war  and  everybody  has  plenty  of  troubles 
of  his  own. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the-gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  The  gentleman  is 
criticizing  the  lend-lease  program. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  No;  I  do  not  want 
the  gentleman  to  use  the  word  “criticize” 
because  I  am  not  criticizing.  I  am 
merely  making  some  observations. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Did  the  gentleman 
hear  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Vorys],  and  the  gentleman  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Mundt]  refer  to  an  amend¬ 
ment  a  while  ago  that  cures  all  the  aches 
and  pains  of  lend-lease?  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  think  that  will  remedy  the  situa¬ 
tion  any? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  If  this  House  will 
adopt  an  amendment  that  will  safeguard 
the  interests  of  the  American  taxpayers, 
who  have  to  pay  the  bill  in  the  final 
analysis — well,  frankly,  I  do  not  believe 
there  are  enough  economy-minded  Mem¬ 
bers  in  the  House  to  adopt  such  an 
amendment,  unfortunately. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Does  the  gentleman 
believe  that  this  amendment  agreed  upon 
remedies  the  situation,  like  the  majority 
in  the  House? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Some  lawyers  say 
“yes”  and  some  say  “no.”  Not  being  a 
lawyer,  I  cannot  add  anything  to  the 
confusion. 

They  tell  me  you  can  go  up  to  Canada 
and  get  all  the  beef  you  want,  without 
points,  without  any  restrictions.  The 
reason  is  that  Britain  is  not  buying 
much  beef  up  in  Canada.  She  likes 
American  beef  with  that  lease-lend 
flavor.  Of  course,  American  beef  is 
corn  fed.  That  also  perhaps  has  some¬ 
thing  to  do  with  it,  because  we  who  come 
from  the  Corn  Belt  think  there  is  no  beef 
in  all  the  world  like  corn-fed  beef. 

I  hope  we  will  not  go  into  this  exten¬ 
sion  blindly.  To  me  it  is  inconceivable 
that  the  Congress  would  vote  to  extend 
lend-lease  if  it  contains  a  provision  that 
will  permit  the  administration  to  enter 
into  commitments  that  may  not  be  ful¬ 
filled  for  the  next  10  or  15  years. 

Some  say  “Yes”  and  some  say  “No.” 
Again,  not  being  a  lawyer,  and  my  good 
friend  from  New  York  not  being  a  lawyer, 
neither  one  of  us  can  add  anything  to 
the  confusion. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Why,  certainly. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Did  I  understand  the 
gentleman  to  say  something  about 
Canada  and  lend-lease?  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  understood  the  gentleman  cor¬ 
rectly,  but  may  I  state  that  Canada  is 
not  a  participant  in  lend-lease  at  all. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  understand  that. 
I  merely  said  the  British  prefer  to  buy 
their  beef  in  this  country  because  they 
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like  the  lend-lease  flavor,  fortified  by 
corn,  of  course. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  see. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  note  in  a  release  of 
lend-lease  of  March  11,  1945,  it  is  indi¬ 
cated  that  Canada  accepted  the  princi¬ 
ples  of  lend-lease  on  November  30,  1942. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Canada  is  not  a  par¬ 
ticipant  in  lend-lease  at  all. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Canada  merely  .ac¬ 
cepted  the  principles  of  it;  is  that  it? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Does  the  gentleman 
say  they  accept  the  principles? 

Mr  „  STEFAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  No. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  would  be  surprised 
if  any  of  our  allies  should  refuse  to  accept 
anything. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  They  accepted  the 
principle  of  lend-lease  on  November  30, 
1942. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Does  the  gentleman  say 
they  accepted  the  principle  of  it? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  have  not  a  lend- 
lease  agreement  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada.  The  gentleman 
does  not  mean  to  say  we  are  sending 
lend-lease  goods  to  Canada? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  The  notice  I  have  indi¬ 
cates  that  Canada,  on  November  30, 1942, 
accepted  the  principles  of  lend-lease. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Could  the  gentleman 
tell  the  House,  and  I  think  this  is  quite 
important,  under  what  arrangements,  if 
we  know  anything  about  the  arrange¬ 
ments,  do  we  send  gasoline  to  Great 
Britain  and  sell  it  to  them  for  15  cents  a 
gallon  and  then  purchase  it  from  Great 
Britain  for  use  in  our  airplanes  and  jeeps 
and  so  forth  over  there  for  40  cents  a 
gallon. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  presume  that  is 
true;  yes,  I  have  had  a  number  of  let¬ 
ters  to  that  effect.  I  will  say  that  the 
returning  Members  of  Congress  who  vis¬ 
ited  the  European  theater  of  war  this 
winter  have  commented  on  that.  The 
gentleman  himself  was  over  there  so  he 
knows  whether  it  is  true  or  not. 

Of  course,  when  it  goes  over  there  for 
15  cents  a  gallon,  it  is  lend-lease.  When 
we  buy  it  for  40  cents,  it  is  lend-lease  in 
reverse. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  But  we  do  not 
buy  it.  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in 
that. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  I  am  just  taking  the 
gentlemen’s  word  for  it.  There  certainly 
must  be  some  truth  in  it  because  there 
is  so  much  smoke. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  It  certainly  was  told  to 
us  over  there. 

Mr.  KNUTSON.  Yes;  by  American 
officers. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  myself. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  IV*.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Yes, 
indeed. 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
woman  very  much.  I  simply  wish  to 
say,  in  commenting  on  the  remark  of 


the  gentleman  from  Minnesota  about 
the  sale  and  purchase  of  gasoline  that 
we  neither  sell  to  nor  buy  gasoline  from 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  been  asked  to  touch 
upon  lend-lease  insofar  as  it  relates  to 
lend-lease  in  the  countries  of  the  West¬ 
ern  Hemisphere.  During  my  attendance 
at  the  Inter-American  Conference  on 
War  and  Peace  recently  in  Mexico  City, 
I  did  not  hear  the  subject  of  lend-lease 
discussed.  I  am  also  informed  by  other 
official  delegates  to  the  conference  that 
there  was  no  discussion  upon  that  sub¬ 
ject,  which  I  think  is  extremely  inter¬ 
esting. 

I  am  very  happy  to  report  to  the 
Congress  that  the  delegates  at  the  Inter- 
American  Conference  were  extremely 
cooperative,  helpful,  and  courteous  in 
trying  to  work  out  measures  that  would 
solidify  and  unite  the  countries  of  the 
Western  Hemisphere.  I  have  never  seen 
any  group  of  delegates  more  helpful 
than  were  they.  They  would  have  gone 
farther  in  some  of  the  military  measures 
than  possibly  the  United  States  delegates 
felt  the  Congress  would  approve  at  this 
time.  But  the  Act  of  Chapultepec  is  a 
step  in  that  direction  and  should  be  ben¬ 
eficial  in  the  defense  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere.  Every  country  of  the  West¬ 
ern  Hemisphere  except  Argentina  was 
represented  at  the  Conference.  We 
passed  a  resolution  that  we  hope  will 
bring  her  into  the  family  of  Latin- 
American  republics  after  she  meets  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  therein  and  that  she  will 
be  therefore  eligible  and  asked  to  the 
Conference  at  San  Francisco. 

Lend-lease  aid  which  we  have  ex¬ 
tended  to  the  republics  of  Latin  America 
has  been  limited  to  weapons  of  war  and 
other  supplies  having  a  military  end-use. 
This  aid  has  been  rendered  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  our  hemispheric  defense  and  to 
help  the  other  American  republics  pro¬ 
tect  the  vital  sea  lanes  to  Africa  and 
Europe. 

The  total  amount  of  such  aid  to  the 
end  of  1944,  including  the  value  of  goods 
transferred  and  services  rendered, 
amounted  to  $290,500,000.  This  repre¬ 
sented  less  than  1  percent  of  our  total 
lend-lease  aid  to  all  countries.  Brazil 
received  approximately  two-thirds  of  the 
aid  extended  to  all  of  Latin  America. 
We  have  furnished  lend-lease  aid  to  the 
following  republics:  Bolivia,  Brazil, 
Chile,  Colombia,  Costa  Rica,  Cuba, 
Dominican  Republic,  Ecuador,  Guate¬ 
mala,  Haiti,  Honduras,  Mexico,  Nica¬ 
ragua,  Paraguay,  Peru,  El  Salvador, 
Uruguay,  and  Venezuela. 

Brazilian  soldiers  and  flyers,  equipped 
In  part  by  lend-lease,  are  fighting  beside 
American  troops  in  the  Italian  theater. 
The  ships  and  planes  which  we  have  fur¬ 
nished  to  Brazil  have  enabled  her  to  take 
over  a  large  part  of  the  antisubmarine 
patrol  In  the  South  Atlantic  as  Mexico 
and  other  Central  American  republics 
have  done  in  the  Caribbean,  thus  releas¬ 
ing  United  States  naval  and  air  forces  for 
use  in  other  areas.  Brazil  has  made 
available  to  us  the  airport  of  Natal, 
which  has  been  a  vital  factor  in  the  air 
passage  of  American  planes,  including 
lend-lease  planes,  en  route  to  Africa, 
Europe,  and  Russia.  I  saw  Brazilian 


soldiers  with  the  Fifth  Army  in  Italy  last 
October  and  they  were  of  great  assist¬ 
ance  to  General  Clark  who  was  in  com¬ 
mand  of  the  Sixth  Army  at  that  time. 

A  very  short  time  ago  a  Mexican  air 
force  which  was  trained  in  Texas,  left 
for  the  Pacific  and  is  now  taking  its 
place  in  the  air  forces  of  the  other  United 
Nations  in  the  war  against  the  Axis. 

I  would  like  to  report  to  the  Congress 
the  intense  interest  that  the  delegates 
from  Latin-America  showed  in  helping 
us  to  win  the  war  and  in  keeping  up  their 
supply  of  war  materials  which  are  so 
vital  to  us.  Our  own  delegates,  advisers, 
and  technicians  worked  early  and  late. 
Some  worked  all  night  in  the  closing 
days.  Every  one  of  the  United  States 
delegates  felt  grateful  for  what  had  been 
accomplished  at  Mexico  City. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
expired. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  myself  1  additional 
minute.  Our  able  Secretary  of  State,  Mr. 
Stettinius;  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State,  Mr.  Nelson  Rockefeller;  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  William 
Clayton  were  splendid  leaders  of  our 
delegation.  My  colleagues  of  the  Senate 
and  House  worked  tirelessly  for  success 
at  the  conference. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  am  sure  the  House 
is  very  grateful  for  the  very  fine  report 
the  gentlewoman  has  brough  back  from 
her  recent  visit  to  Latin-America.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentlewoman  was  present 
in  the  Committee  when  this  bill  was 
considered. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
was  present  at  two  or  three  meetings. 
Unfortunately,  I  was  in  Mexico  City  at 
the  Conference — in  a  number  of  them— 
but  I  was  present  at  the  last  meeting  of 
the  Committee  when  the  amendment, 
which  is  a  part  of  the  bill,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  was  wondering 
whether  the  Committee,  in  discussing 
lend-lease,  took  into  consideration  that 
several  lend-lease  agreements  were 
made  with  provisional  governments  in 
exile,  which  for  the  most  part  are  no 
longer  the  recognized  governments  rep¬ 
resenting  those  nations. 

For  instance,  Mihailovitch  of  Yugo¬ 
slavia,  the  Greek  situation,  the  Polish 
situation;  were  they  discussed  in  the 
committee? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
was  not  at  the  hearing;  I  was  at  Mexico 
City  when  that  was  discussed.  I  think 
there  are  Members  here,  however,  who 
did  hear  that  discussion. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Will  the  gentlewoman 
give  me  time  to  ask  that  question? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Yes; 
I  yield  myself  1  additional  minute  and 
yield  to  the  gentleman  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  ask  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  if  he  can  answer  my 
question. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Is  the  gentleman  talk¬ 
ing  about  Mexico  City? 

Mr.  STEFAN.  No;  about  another 
subject.  I  wondered  whether  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  discussing  the  extension  of 
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lend-lease  for  another  year  discussed  the 
matter  of  provisional  governments  and 
committees  which  are  no  longer  in  exist¬ 
ence  but  with  whom  we  made  lend-lease 
agreements.  What  becomes  of  the 
money  they  owe  us?  What  arrange¬ 
ments  were  made  about  transferring  the 
obligations  to  governments  and  commit¬ 
tees  that  are  recognized  now? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Would  the  gentleman 
kindly  give  one  example. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  I  can  give  many  ex¬ 
amples,  but  one  is  Mihailovitch  in  Yugo¬ 
slavia;  another  is  the  Polish  situation. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  had  no  lend-lease 
equipment  there  that  was  not  fully  pro¬ 
tected  by  proper  agreements. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Oh,  yes;  we  had  lend- 
lease  with  Yugoslavia.  The  agreement 
was  made  on  July  21,  1942. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Massachusetts  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  1  minute. 

As  soon  as  there  is  no  further  use  for 
lend-lease  in  any  of  these  countries  it 
stops;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Do  the  hearings  con¬ 
tain  anything  on  this  particular  subject? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  No;  not  in  that  way. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Many  of  these  provis¬ 
ional  governments  and  committees  with 
whom  we  made  lend-lease  agreements  are 
no  longer  in  existence.  Those  agree¬ 
ments  have  stopped,  but  was  any  money 
transferred  under  lend-lease  to  those 
particular  governments  or  committees? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  If  any  money  has  come 
back  it  has  gone  into  the  revolving  fund 
of  lend-lease. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Does  the  gentleman  be¬ 
lieve  we  will  get  much  back? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Either  that  or  reverse 
lend-lease,  or  we  get  the  property.  The 
gentleman  must  remember  that  lend- 
lease  never  transferred  the  title  of  any 
of  the  property  to  any  country,  never 
does. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  In  other  words,  it  has 
stopped,  and  if  any  money  has  been  paid 
out  we  lose  that  money,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  That  is  what  the  3-year 
clean-up  period  is  for,  so  we  will  have 
some  opportunity  of  getting  something 
out  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  she  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  California  (Mrs.  Douglas], 

Mrs.  DOUGLAS  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  to  speak  for  lend-lease  today 
is  in  a  sense,  I  believe,  unnecessary.  I 
think  we  are  all  agreed  that  lend-lease 
must  be  continued.  The  vote  on  the  orig¬ 
inal  lend-lease  bill  constituted  a  com¬ 
mitment  on  the  part  of  Congress,  a  com¬ 
mitment  to  the  spirit,  the  intent,  and  the 
purpose  of  the  act,  an  expression  of 
faith  and  hope  in  the  democratic  future 
of  this  world.  It  was  not  a  commitment 
for  just  a  year  but  for  the  duration  of  the 
war.  The  continuous  repassage  of  the 
bill  is  very  much  like  the  renewing  of 
vows  which  the  partners  to  a  successful 
marriage  make  to  one  another  on  each 
anniversary  of  their  union. 

So  it  is  really  not  lend-lease  of  which 
I  wish  to  speak;  I  wish  to  speak  of  one 
of  the  byproducts  which  we  receive  from 


lend-lease,  which  is  not  tabulated  on  any 
of  the  charts  which  we  find  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  hearings.  It  is  found  in  the  words 
of  the  testimony  of  some  of  those  men 
who  had  to  do  with  lend-lease,  who  ap¬ 
peared  before  us  in  the  committee,  men 
upon  whose  shoulders  much  of  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  war  has  rested.  I  would 
like  to  quote  here  the  words  of  the  Hon¬ 
orable  Henry  L.  Stimson,  Secretary  of 
War: 

What  I  wish  to  make  clear  is  .that  all  of 
these  gigantic  movements,  covering  so  many 
vast  theaters  of  combat  in  opposite  portions 
of  -the  globe  have  been  successfully  carried 
on  by  the  smoothly  coordinated  efforts  of  a 
group  of  Allied  Nations.  These  nations  have 
faced  powerful  enemies  who  almost  every¬ 
where  had  the  tremendous  advantage  of 
shorter  and  interior  lines.  Nothing  but  su¬ 
perb  cooperation  could  have  secured  success 
against  such  odds.  To  that  cooperation,  the 
lend-lease  machinery  has  been  an  indispen¬ 
sable  assistance.  Without  its  material  aid, 
and  the  still  more  potent  assistance  of  the 
good  will  which  it  has  fostered,  no  such  result 
could  have  been  anticipated  or  effected. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  say  that  without  this 
good  will  which  Secretary  Stimson,  Ad¬ 
miral  Land,  and  others  who  appeared  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  testified  to,  we  could 
not  have  won  this  war.  We  will  not  win 
the  peace  without  it  either.  I  say  that 
we  have  through  the  instrumentality  of 
lend-lease  a  revolving  fund  froip  which 
we  can  spend,  and  I  say,  too,  at  this  cru¬ 
cial  hour  that  we  must  dip  sparingly  into 
that  revolving  fund.  Words  which  can 
be  the  greatest  spendthrift  of  good  will 
must  be  used  with  greater  wisdom  and 
greater  reserve  than  ever  before.  Unless 
we  do,  the  peaceful  world  for  which  we 
all  work  today  and  for  v/hich  millions  are 
dying  may  never  become  a  reality. 

I  remember  the  scarred  faces  and  the 
maimed  bodies  I  have  seen  as  I  walked 
through  the  hospitals.  As  the  President 
said  in  this  great  Chamber,  we  do  not 
talk  into  a  vacuum.  Words  ring  around 
the  world.  Words  can  destroy  the  peace 
we  are  trying  to  build  for  tomorrow. 
Words  today  recklessly  spoken  can  filll 
hospitals  20  years  from  now. 

Let  us  husband  the  good  will  that  has 
come  to  us  through  the  lend-lease  pro¬ 
gram,  knowing  what  a  treasure  we  have 
with  which  to  start  the  building  of  our 
new  home  for  the  future,  in  which  all  the 
men  on  the  face  of  the  earth  must  live. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Woodruff]. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  bill  before  the  Committee 
today  is  one  which  every  Member  of  the 
House  should  give  more  than  passing  at¬ 
tention.  Before  voting  upon  it,  every  one 
of  us  should  ponder  our  fantastic  na¬ 
tional  debt  and  also  the  fact  that,  before 
all  the  wars  in  which  we  are  engaged  are 
over,  it  will  be  one  to  stagger  the  imag¬ 
ination  of  those  who  have  the  power  to 
think. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  volunteered  and 
served  through  the  Spanish  War  as  a 
corporal  of  Company  G,  Thirty-third 
Michigan  Volunteer  Infantry,  this  being 
the  Owosso  Company  in  that  regiment 
of  the  National  Guard.  We  were  a  part 
of  the  expeditionary  forces  and  were  in 
action  at  the  Battle  of  Santiago. 

I  volunteered  and  served  for  2  years 
in  the  First  World  War  as  an  infantry 


officer,  serving  11  y2  months  in  that  ca¬ 
pacity  with  our  expeditionary  forces  in 
France;  returning  to  this  country  with 
the  rank  of  major.  When  I  volunteered 
I  left  at  home  a  wife,  a  daughter  of  11, 
and  a  son  of  9.  That  son  of  mine  is  now 
a  major  in  the  United  States  Army,  serv¬ 
ing  somewhere  in  the  Pacific.  I  have  not 
been  informed  as  to  the  area  of  his  ac¬ 
tivity.  At  the  time  of  Pearl  Harbor  he 
had  been  very  happily  married  for  10 
years.  Within  a  few  days  after  that 
tragic  event  he  volunteered  for  service 
and  was  accepted.  He  has  an  excellent 
record  in  the  Army,  and  I  am  very  proud 
of  him.  Early  in  life  I  taught  him  that 
every  person  who  accepts  the  privileges 
of  citizenship  takes  upon  himself  also 
the  responsibilities  of  citizenship.  With 
men  those  responsibilities  include  an  ob¬ 
ligation  to  defend  the  country,  in  the  way 
they  can  best  serve  during  a  great  na¬ 
tional  emergency.  That  is  and  should 
be  inescapable  to  those  physically  capa¬ 
ble  of  service. 

I  volunteered  for  service  in  the  First 
World  War,  believing  I  was  helping  to 
“make  the  world  safe  for  democracy,” 
and  that  out  of  it  all  would  grow  a  better 
understanding  and  relationship  between 
nations.  I  had  always  believed  that  na¬ 
tions  could  get  together,  compromise 
their  differences,  and  live  at  peace  with 
each  other  if  only  the  rulers  and  ruling 
classes  of  those  nations  would  approach 
the  agreement  in  a  spirit  of  unselfish¬ 
ness  and  a  determination  to  understand 
the  problems  of  others. 

After  my  return  from  France  for  de¬ 
mobilization  in  August  1919,  I  imme¬ 
diately  returned  to  Europe  on  business 
and  remained  there  for  6  months.  Dur¬ 
ing  this  time  my  business  brought  me  in 
contact  with  the  public  officials  of  eight 
different  countries.  Very  much  to  my 
surprise  I  found  the  ruling  officials  and 
classes  had  learned  exactly  nothing  as  a 
result  of  their  participation  in  the  war. 
The  same  suspicion  of  each  other;  the 
same  sordid  selfishness  controlling  their 
every  action,  and  a  total  lack  of  knowl¬ 
edge  gained  from  their  experience  was 
evident  wherever  I  went.  I  will  cite  one 
case  as  typical.  I  made  two  trips  to  Po¬ 
land  from  Paris  in  the  winter  of  1919- 
20.  This  was  when  Paderewski  was 
Premier.  By  business  was  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  brought  me  in  contact  with 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Bielinski,  a  Galician  Pole.  You 
perhaps  will  recall  that,  after  Poland  was 
partitioned,  by  Russia,  Germany  and 
Austria  in  1795,  neither  Russia  nor  Ger¬ 
many  permitted  a  Pole  to  have  anything 
whatsoever  to  do  with  government. 
Austria,  wisely  I  think,  utilized  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  outstanding  Poles  in  govern¬ 
mental  as  well  as  other  activities.  Ga¬ 
licia  was  made  a  part  of  the  Austrian  loot 
at  the  time  of  partitioning. 

At  the  outbreak  of  World  War  No.  1 
in  1914,  Minister  of  Finance  Bielinski  was 
a  high  official  of  the  Austrian  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  as  such  was  one  of  the  three 
men  who  signed  the  declaration  of  war 
against  Serbia,  such  action  precipitating 
the  world’s  First  World  War.  One  would 
think  that  a  man,  whose  hand  had  signed 
the  document  that  had  plunged  nearly 
the  whole  world  into  war,  thereby  sign¬ 
ing  the  death  warrant  of  10,000,090  of 
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the  world’s  finest  young  men — to  say 
nothing  of  the  more  than  40,000,000  of 
civilians  who  died  as  a  result  of  the  war — 
and  who  had  lived  to  see  the  government 
and  nation  of  which  he  was  a  part  com¬ 
pletely  dismembered  ,and  destroyed  eco¬ 
nomically,  would  have  learned  something 
of  the  futility  of  war.  Not  so  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Bielinski,  however. 

When  I  was  in  Poland  it  was  in  the 
dead  of  winter  and  bitterly  cold.  Con¬ 
ditions  were  desperate.  Bread  lines 
everywhere.  Poland  had  been  the  battle¬ 
ground  over  which  the  Russians  and 
Germans  had  fought  back  and  forth, 
each  retreating  army  removing  from  the 
land  what  could  in  any  way  be  helpful  to 
the  pursuing  army.  The  result  was  that 
every  living  thing  was  removed  from  the 
farms  of  the  country.  On  my  two  trips 
there  I  rode  for  hours  through  some  of 
the  finest  farming  lands  I  have  ever  seen. 
I  saw  not  one  sign  of  life  on  any  farm. 
There  was  no  food  for  man  or  beast. 
The  farmers  had  flocked  into  the  cities, 
because  it  was  there  only  that  food  was 
available  in  sufficient  quantities  to  sus¬ 
tain  life.  Warsaw,  a  city  of  700,000  prior 
to  the  war,  had  doubled  in  population  be¬ 
cause  of  these  conditions.  To  show  how 
completely  denuded  of  animals  Poland 
had  become,  it  is  only  necessary  to  recall 
that  in  the  bitter  cold  of  winter  such  coal 
as  was  to  be  had  was  delivered  by  men 
hauling  and  pushing  wagons  through  the 
streets.  Apparently  this  was  the  only 
medium  of  fuel  delivery  in  that  great 
city.  I  saw  women  tramping  through 
the  snow  with  nothing  on  their  feet  but 
little  slippers;  no  stockings  and  no  over- 
garments  that  could  substantially  con¬ 
tribute  to  their  comfort.  Men  were  sim¬ 
ilarly  clad.  Bread  lines  were  every¬ 
where.  Conditions  were  as  desperate  as 
they  could  possibly  be. 

Notwithstanding  this,  however,  con¬ 
trolling  Polish  officials,  not  satisfied  with 
the  boundary  lines  as  laid  down  by  the 
Versailles  Peace  Conference,  had  raised 
and  poorly  equipped  an  army  of  a  million 
men.*  This  army  was  pushing  into  Bol¬ 
shevik  territory,  seeking  to  reestablish 
the  boundary  lines  that  existed  at  the 
time  of  the  partitioning  previously  men¬ 
tioned.  The  fact  that  they  had  neither 
sufficient  supplies  nor  arms  to  wage  war 
successfully  was  apparently  given  little 
consideration.  In  a  conference  with  Mr. 
Bielinski  1  day  I  suggested  that  Poland 
probably  was  creating  a  great  deal  of 
unnecessary  trouble  for  herself.  Said 
he,  “What  do  you  mean  by  that?”  “Your 
armies  are  pushing  into  Bolshevik  terri¬ 
tory,”  I  responded,  “and  when  spring 
comes  and  the  Russians  can  move  their 
armies  and  materiel  against  you  they 
will  drive  you  into  the  sea.”  The  old 
gentleman — and  I  call  him  old  because 
of  his  evident  age — with  the  utmost  com¬ 
placency  and  assurance  declared,  “Oh, 
that  is  not  possible.”  This  gentleman 
was  highly  intelligent,  but  even  his  in¬ 
telligence  had  enabled  him  to  learn  noth¬ 
ing  as  a  result  of  one  of  the  most  disas¬ 
trous  wars  that  any  nation  had  ever  ex¬ 
perienced.  It  is  interesting  to  note  in 
this  connection  that  the  following  spring 
the  Russians  did  drive  the  Poles  out  of 
Russia  and  invade  Poland.  They  nearly 
captured  Warsaw  and  would  have  over¬ 
run  the  country  had  it  not  been  for  the 


aid  extended  by  France.  As  I  said  be¬ 
fore,  the  attitude  of  Bielinski  typified 
that  of  others  in  like  positions  with  whom 
I  came  in  contact  in  the  countries  I 
visited. 

It  had  been  with  great  hopes  for  future 
world  peace  that  I  watched  the  proceed¬ 
ings  at  Versailles,  but  when  the  final 
draft  of  the  treaty  was  published  I  quick¬ 
ly  realized  that  within  the  structure  of 
the  treaty  itself  was  written  what 
amounted  to  a  prohibition  of  future 
peace.  All  the  elements  for  future  war 
were  incorporated  therein. 

The  following  quotation  from  the  book, 
The  Peace  Negotiations,  a  personal  nar¬ 
rative  by  Robert  Lansing,  Secretary  of 
State  under  Woodrow  Wilson  during  the 
Versailles  Peace  Conference,  seems 
timely: 

The  League  of  Nations,  created  by  the 
treaty,  is  relied  upon  to  preserve  the  artifi¬ 
cial  structure  which  has  been  erected  by 
compromise  of  the  conflicting  interests  of 
the  great  powers  and  to  prevent  the  germi¬ 
nation  of  the  seeds  of  war  which  are  sown 
in  so  many  articles  and  which  under  normal 
conditions  would  soon  bear  fruit.  The 
league  might  as  well  attempt  to  prevent  the 
growth  of  plant  life  in  a  tropical  jungle. 
Wars  will  come  sooner  or  later. 

It  must  be  admitted  in  honesty  that  the 
league  is  an  instrument  of  the  mighty  to 
check  the  normal  growth  of  national  power 
and  national  aspirations  among  those  who 
have  been  rendered  impotent  by  defeat.  Ex¬ 
amine  the  treaty  and  you  will  find  peoples 
delivered  against  their  wills  into  the  hands 
of  those  whom  they  hate,  while  their  eco¬ 
nomic  resources  are  torn  from  them  and 
given  to  others.  Resentment  and  bitterness, 
if  not  desperation,  are  bound  to  be  the  con¬ 
sequences  of  such  provisions.  It  may  be 
years  before  these  oppressed  peoples  are  able 
to  throw  off  the  yoke,  but  as  sure  as  day  fol¬ 
lows  night  the  time  will  come  when  they 
will  make  the  effort. 

This  war  was  fought  by  the  United  States 
to  destroy  forever  the  conditions  which  pro¬ 
duced  it.  Those  conditions  have  not  been 
destroyed.  They  have  been  supplanted  by 
other  conditions  equally  productive  of  hatred, 
jealousy,  and  suspicion.  In  place  of  the 
Triple  Alliance  and  the  Entente  has  arisen 
the  quintuple  alliance  which  is  to  rule  the 
world.  The  victors  in  this  war  intend  to 
impose  their  combined  will  upon  the  van¬ 
quished  and  to  subordinate  all  interests  to 
their  own. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  prophets  of  old 
could  not  have  looked  into  the  future 
more  clearly  than  did  Mr.  Lansing,  who 
was  at  the  elbow  of  President  Wilson 
all  during  the  conference. 

It  was  a  most  significant  fact  that  we 
were  the  only  nation  of  the  many  repre¬ 
sented  at  Versailles  that  asked  for  noth¬ 
ing,  except  that  the  nations  of  the  world 
live  at  peace  with  one  another.  Every 
other  nation  represented  there  reached 
out  with  greedy  hands  and  clutched 
everything  they  could  possibly  secure. 
There  was  not  a  single  exception  to  this. 
If  anything  further  were  needed  to  con¬ 
vince  me  that  the  ruling  classes  of  the 
world  were  not  yet  ready  for  permanent 
peace,  it  was  my  experience  in  Europe 
and  my  contacts  with  the  ruling  classes 
thereof. 

I  had  been  in  France  on  business 
shortly  after  we  entered  the  war  in 
April  1917.  I  returned  to  this  country 
in  time  to  enter  the  second  officers’  train¬ 
ing  camp.  While  in  Paris,  Georges 
Despret,  French  delegate  minister  of 


commerce,  said  to  me:  “Mr.  Woodruff, 
when  the  United  States  came  into  this 
war  we  were  defeated.  We  were  bled 
white.  It  is  only  the  fact  that  your 
armies  are  coming  that  gives  us  the  cour¬ 
age  to  hang  on  until  you  get  here.” 
Other  French  citizens  told  me  the  same 
thing.  What  they  said  was  confirmed  by 
what  I  saw  when  I  was  on  the  train  be¬ 
tween  Bordeaux  and  Paris.  Everywhere 
old  men,  women,  and  little  children  were 
working  in  the  fields.  One  occasionally 
would  see  among  them  a  man  in  uni¬ 
form,  evidently  a  soldier  either  on  fur¬ 
lough  or  recovering  from  wounds.  Every 
able-bodied  man  was  in  the  army. 
France  had  fought  a  gallant  fight.  Her 
casualties  could  be  counted  by  the  mil¬ 
lions.  Her  resources  were  expended. 
She  was  defeated,  and  she  knew  it. 
There  can  be  no  question  that  our  get¬ 
ting  into  the  war  saved  France.  With 
her  out  of  it,  Britain  could  not  possibly 
have  won.  The  war  would  spedily  have 
ended  disastrously  for  both  nations. 

'  When  once  we  entered  the  war  we  did 
so  wholeheartedly.  We  loaned  our  allies 
billions  “on  the  cuff.”  We  moved  our 
armies  and  supplies  to  the  western  front 
and  to  other  battle  areas.  It  was  not 
long  before  we  had  2,000,000  fighting  men 
in  France.  We  built  and  equipped  rail¬ 
roads.  We  built  harbors  and  docks. 
We  established  a  complete  telephone  and 
telegraph  system  that  covered  every  area 
throughout  France  in  which  our  troops 
were  located;  in  fact,  we  provided  every 
facility  we  needed  for  the  efficient  func¬ 
tioning  of  our  Army  of  2,000,000,  all  of 
which  we  left  in  France.  These  things 
had  cost  us  more  than  a  billion  dollars. 
France  offered  us  $400,000,000  for  the 
whole  thing.  It  was  only  a  promise. 
She  never  paid  us  a  dollar  on  the  account 
and  presumably  is  still  using  the  equip¬ 
ment  and  facilities.  We  also  moved  our 
Navy  to  European  waters,  thus  helping 
to  close  the  seas  to  the  German  Navy. 

Our  losses  were:  39,362  killed  in  action; 
14,009  died  of  wounds;  75,460  died  of 
disease;  1,297  died  of  accidents  and  other 
causes;  192,369  were  wounded  in  action; 
786,738  have  since  died,  many  of  them 
from  disabilities  incurred  in  their  service. 
It  has  cost  us  $13,721,000,000  for  these 
disabled  veterans  and  their  dependents 
since  the  war.  It  will  cost  us  $1,300,000,- 
000  for  the  fiscal  year  of  1945.  This  in¬ 
cludes  relief  to  veterans  of  the  present 
war  and  their  beneficiaries.  These  costs 
will  skyrocket  before  the  present  war 
ends. 

We  know  our  costs  down  the  years 
growing  out  of  the  war  would  be  stag¬ 
gering.  Yet  we  asked  for  nothing  at 
Versailles — not  one  dollar  of  indemnity, 
not  one  foot  of  territory.  Naturally  we 
expected  the  loans,  which  Congress  cut 
more  than  in  half  when  the  final  settle¬ 
ment  was  agreed  upon,  would  be  paid. 
We  reduced  the  interest  rate  to  the  point 
where  it  was  almost  nonexistent.  Our 
debtor  nations  agreed  this  was  a  fair 
settlement.  Notwithstanding  this,  how¬ 
ever,  it  was  not  long  before  the  French 
named  us  “Uncle  Shylock”  and  the  Brit¬ 
ish  led  all  other  debtor  nations,  except 
Finland,  in  their  repudiation  of  the 
debts. 

At  no  time  did  our  former  allies  so 
conduct  themselves  as  to  cause  us  to  be- 
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lieve  honesty  or  gratitude  had  any  part 
or  place  in  their  thinking.  Are  we  justi¬ 
fied  in  believing  our  experience  in  this 
war  will  be  greatly  different,  except  in 
increased  degree,  than  it  was  during  and 
following  the  other  one,  unless  we  pro¬ 
ceed  with  care  and  confine  our  activities 
and  efforts  to  cooperating  with  our  allies, 
and  not  permit  ourselves  to  continue  to 
be  persuaded  to  carry  far  more  than  our 
proper  share  of  the  burdens  past,  pres¬ 
ent,  and  future? 

The  present  situation  differs  from  the 
other  in  that  from  the  very  first  the  ben¬ 
eficiaries  of  lend-lease,  so-called,  were 
not  asked  either  to  pay  for  or  to  return 
the  supplies,  materiel,  and  money  we 
have  placed  in  their  hands.  We  will  not 
be  repaid  for  any  part  of  our  contribu¬ 
tions  of  money  or  goods. 

In  a  report  which  came  to  our  desks  a 
few  days  ago,  I  learn-we  have  disposed  of 
thirty-six  of  the  seventy-four  billions 
of  the  one-time  available  lend-lease 
funds — thirty-six  thousand  millions  of 
dollars.  A  lot  of  money  you  will  agree.  I 
think  also  that,  if  no  further  appropria¬ 
tions  are  made,  there  is  an  ample  bal¬ 
ance  to  more  than  take  care  of  any  justi-  , 
fied  purposed 

Such  supplies  as  have  been  delivered 
by  us  to  the  beneficiaries,  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  Canada,  who  has  not^accepted 
lend-lease.  New  Zealand  and  Australia — 
both  of  whom  have  about  offset  our  con¬ 
tributions  to  them — constitute  token 
payments  only.  Already  we  are  being 
urged  to  recognize  “blessings”  which 
would  follow  a  continuation  of  lend-lease 
after  the  war. 

We  are  now  informed  that  it  is  the 
purpose  of  high  authority  to  leave  in 
Europe  everything  we  have  over  there, 
including  all  supplies  and  equipment  for 
our  own  armies — supplies,  railroad,  and 
other  equipment  of  value  in  peacetime, 
war  supplies  and  equipment,  including 
all  ordnance  and  ammunition.  Whether 
this  includes  all  our  warplanes  is  not 
clear.  From  usually  reliable  sources  we 
hear  that  we  already  are  committed  to 
the  further  gift  of  five  billions  in  lend- 
lease  to  Russia  and  six  billions  to  Great 
Britain  after  the  :mistice.  We  also 
hear  of  six  billions  to  China.  Recently 
it  was  officially  announced  by  the  State 
Department  that  we  have  signed  up  with 
France  to  extend  lend-lease  in  the 
amount  of  $2,575,000,000  to  be  used  also 
after  the  war.  While  the  billions  are 
being  passed  around,  how  many  are  to 
go  to  Belgium,  Holland,  Greece,  Italy, 
and  all  the  other  nations  which  have 
suffered  from  this  war?  It  was  only  a 
few  days  ago  that  General  De  Gaulle 
affronted  our  President  by  refusing  to 
see  him.  Can  the  $2,575,000,000  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  peace  offering?  What  in 
heaven’s  name  are  we  coming  to? 

You  will  remember  that  Mr.  Churchill 
told  us,  “Just  give  us  the  tools  and  we 
will  do  the  job.’’  He  well  knew  that  if 
we  embarked  on  that  program  it  would 
be  but  another  short  step  to  furnishing 
the  armies  also.  The  fact  that  we  now 
have  3,000,000  fighting  men  in  Europe 
and  that  they  are  doing  the  major 
share  of  the  fighting  on  the  western 
front  in  that  area  seems  to  prove  the 
point. 


Our  expenditures  in  the  Central  and 
South  American  republics  on  boondog¬ 
gling  and  other  projects  are  fantastic. 
A  program  of  six  billions  over  a  period 
of  3  years  is  now  under  way.  This  was 
disclosed  by  Senator  Butler,  of  Nebras¬ 
ka,  after  a  tour  of  investigation  there. 
This  was  vigorously  denied  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  by  the  New  Deal  Senators,  but  after 
an  audit  by  James  A.  Councilor  &  Co., 
Washington  certified  public  accountants, 
no  further  denials  have  been  heard. 
What  other  commitments,  not  yet  dis¬ 
closed,  we  may  have  around  the  world 
only  the  Supreme  Being  knows. 

Under  U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  we  will  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  carry  the  load  in  restoring  the 
war-devastated  countries — to  rebuild 
electric  lighting  and  waterworks  sys¬ 
tems,  transportation,  and  other  facili¬ 
ties;  restore  the  old  and  supply  new 
manufacturing  plants,  feed  and  clothe 
the  people  until  such  time  as  they  can 
supply  themselves. 

Apparently  Ho  one  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  gives  serious  thought  to  the  Ameri¬ 
can  taxpayer  who  must  pay  for  all  this. 
In  1932,  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  the 
office  he  still  holds,  Mr.  Roosevelt  said: 
“Taxes  are  paid  in  the  sweat  of  the  man 
who  labors.”  No  man  ever  spoke  more 
accurately.  Taxes  are  paid  across- the 
counter.  If  we  spend  beyond  the  na¬ 
tional  income,  whatever  we  spend,  wher¬ 
ever  we  spend  it,  whatever  we  spend  it 
for,  a  debt  is  created  which  the  Ameri¬ 
can  taxpayer  must  sometime  pay.  No 
other  nation  will  do  it  for  us.  Our  past 
experience  should  teach  us  that  at  least. 

Little  thought  apparently  is  given  to 
the  ability  of  other  nations  to  rehabili¬ 
tate  themselves.  Little  thought  is  given 
to  the  fact  that  our  national  debt  is 
greater  than  that  of  all  our  allies  com¬ 
bined,  and  that  it  is  increasing  much 
more  rapidly.  Congress  is  now  asked  to 
extend  the  debt  limit  to  $300,000,000,000. 
It  will  be  again  increased.  Certainly  it 
will  be  much  larger  than  the  amount 
now  asked  for  before  we  will  have  fin¬ 
ished  with  our  adventure  into  world 
power  politics.  It  is  high  time  that  every 
one  of  us  should  open  our  eyes  to  what 
is  going  on  in  this  world  and  what  it 
will  mean  to  all  of  us  if  a  halt  is  not 
called  to  the  fantastic  policies  that  mean 
national  bankruptcy. 

When  I  volunteered  in  World  War 
No.  1,  I  was  41  years  old — past  the  draft 
age.  I  was  shocked  beyond  words  by  the 
stories  of  the  horrible  atrocities  perpe¬ 
trated  on  the  Belgians  by  the  Germans, 
appearing  almost  daily  on  the  front 
pages  of  our  newspapers  and  on  our  bill¬ 
boards.  Many  of  these  stories  stemmed 
directly  from  the  British  white  papers. 
As  they  were  official,  it  was  natural  that 
our  people  should  believe  them.  During 
the  6  months  I  was  in  Europe,  following 
my  demobilization,  I  made  several  trips 
into  Belgium,  and  while  there  made  it 
my  business  to  investigate  the  reports 
we  had  received  such  as  “cutting  off  the 
hands  of  little  boys  that  they  might  not 
later  become  members  of  the  armed 
forces,”  “the  crucifixion  of  Canadian 
soldiers,”  “the  processing  of  the  bodies 
of  our  dead  from  which  fats  could  be 
secured  with  which  to  manufacture  more 
powder  to  kill  more  young  Americans,” 


“the  ravishing  of  Belgian  women  by 
German  officers  in  the  occupied  areas,” 
to  mention  only  a  few.  Everywhere  I 
went  I  talked  with  business  people  and 
others.  I  talked  with  hundreds  about 
these  stories.  Not  in  one  single  instance 
did  I  find  verification  for  any  one  of 
them.  No  one  had  ever  heard  of  them. 
In  the  last-named  instance  the  answer 
invariably  was  the  same:  “We  never 
heard  of  anything  like  that,  but  we  do 
know  many  Belgian  women  married 
German  officers.” 

Those  stories  of  atrocities  with  which 
we  daily  were  regaled  were  made  up  of 
whole  cloth.  There  was  not  a  shred  of 
evidence  anywhere  in  substantiation  of 
them.  They  were  sent  to  us  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  arousing  our  people  to  the 
point  where  we  would  enter  the  war 
against  the  Central  Powers.  That  the 
efforts  were  successful  is  history.  I  was 
among  the  deluded. 

A  book,  Falsehood  in  Wartime,  by  Ar¬ 
thur  Ponsonby,  a  very  prominent  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  British  Parliament,  was  pub¬ 
lished  by  George  Allen  &  Unwin,  Ltd.,  in 
London  in  1922.  It  was  republished  in 
1923  by  E.  P.  Dutton  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New 
York.  It  is  an  amazing  collection  of 
carefully  documented  lies  circulated  in 
Great  Britain,  France,  Germany,  Italy, 
and  America.  It  completely  exposes  the 
falsity  of  the  propaganda  which  so 
aroused  our  people  and  demonstrates 
the  theory  that  “self-preservation  is  the 
first  law  of  nature,”  and  that  it  applies 
to  nations  as  well  as  to  individuals. 
Neither  stop  at  anything  to  preserve 
life. 

I  think  every  intelligent  and  unselfish 
human  being  was  stirred  to  his  depths 
when  the  Atlantic  Charter  with  its  four 
freedoms  was  announced  to  the  world. 
We  were  informed  that  the  compact  was 
signed,  sealed,  and  delivered,  and  that  it 
was  the  purpose  of  the  Allied  Powers  to 
bring  these  freedoms  to  the  peoples  of 
the  world.  It  was  not  long,  however, 
before  disillusionment  took  place.  Mr. 
Churchill,  in  a  speech  to  the  lord  mayor 
of  London,  in  November  1942,  stated: 

Let  me,  however,  make  this  clear,  in  case 
there  should  be  any  mistake  about  it  in  any 
quarter.  We  mean  to  hold  our  own.  I  have 
not  become  the  King’s  First  Minister  in  order 
to  preside  over  the  liquidation  of  the  British 
Empire. 

This  was  rather  graphically  sustan- 
tiated  on  the  Island  of  Tarawa,  after  the 
island  had  been  taken  from  the  Japs  by 
our  marines,  when  the  British  commis¬ 
sioners,  on  November  24,  went  ashore 
and  hoisted  the  British  flag.  There  had 
not  been  one  British  fighting  man  on  the 
island  while  the  fighting  was  going  on. 
Our  losses  were  988  killed  and  2,163 
wounded,  but  there  was  the  commis¬ 
sioner  on  the  job  to  protect  the  British 
sovereignty  of  the  island  as  soon  as  it 
was  safe  to  go  ashore.  Good  taste  and 
some  degree  of  decency  would  have 
delayed  that  ceremony  for  a  time  at 
least. 

On  February  17,  1942,  not  long  after 
we  had  entered  the  present  war,  in  a 
speech  in  Parliament,  Mr.  Churchill 
said: 

When  I  survey  and  compute  the  power  cf 
the  United  States  and  its  vast  resources,  and 
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feel  that  now  they  are  In  it  with  us,  in  with 
the  British  Commonwealth  of  Nations  alto¬ 
gether,  however  long  it  lasts,  till  death  or 
victory,  I  cannot  believe  there  Is  any  other 
fact  in  the  whole  world  which  can  compare 
with  that. 

The  entry  of  the  United  States  into  the 
war. 

That  is  what  I  have  dreamed  of,  aimed  at, 
and  worked  for,  and  now  it  has  come  to  pass. 

Such  candor  is  rarely  found  in  world- 
famous  statesmen.  That  Mr.  Churchill 
was  deeply  impressed  is  also  shown  by 
his  statement  that  he  considered  this  to 
be  his  greatest  accomplishment  in  all  the 
years  of  his  service  for  the  Empire. 

The  Churchill  speech  to  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London  was  delivered  on  No¬ 
vember  10,  1942.  This  was  about  the 
time  when  it  seemed  probable  the  Japs 
were  to  invade  India.  There  was  a  grow¬ 
ing  and  insistent  demand  on  the  part  of 
the  people*bf  that  country  for  some  de¬ 
gree  of  freedom — for  at  least  a  step 
toward  self-government.  The  country 
seemed  really  aroused  and  anythng 
might  have  happened.  The  speech 
served  two  purposes.  First,  it  notified 
the  rebellious  Indians  that  Great  Britain 
would  not  yield  an  inch  at  any  time, 
especially  while  the  war  was  on;  that 
any  attempt  at  rebellion  would  be  put 
down  with  an  iron  hand. 

Second,  it  constituted  due  notice  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and  of 
the  world  that,  regardless  of  the  de¬ 
clared  agreement  as  to  the  Atlantic 
Charter  and  the  “four  freedoms,”  such 
activity  will  not  be  permitted  to  even 
remotely  touch  the  people  of  the  British 
possessions.  In  response  to  suggestions 
from  outside  the  Empire  touching  its 
administration,  Mr.  Churchill  also  stated 
that  "no  interference  from  any  source 
whatever  will  be  tolerated  in  handling 
the  affairs  of  the  Empire.” 

On  February  23,  1942,  Stalin  listed  Es¬ 
tonia,  Latvia,  Lithuania,  and  a  part  of 
Poland  as  “Soviet  land.”  Not  only  has  no 
responsible  official  so  far  contradicted 
the  claims  of  many  Russian  authorities 
that  the  Soviet  Union  means  to  take 
and  keep  those  small  unfortunate  areas, 
but  also  Finland  and  Rumania,  lands 
which  have  become  victims  of  Russian 
aggression.  From  the  more  recent  Soviet 
activities  the  expansion  program  appears 
far  more  ambitious  than  was  indicated 
by  Mr.  Stalin  in  his  original  statement. 
It  must  be  clear  even  to  the  most  obtuse 
that  Mr.  Stalin  will  not  permit  the  At¬ 
lantic  Charter  and  the  “four  freedoms” 
to  cramp  his  style. 

All  this  is  reminiscent  of  the  closing 
days  of  World  War  No.  1.  Woodrow  Wil¬ 
son  was  then  at  the  helm  of  our  affairs. 
He  was  a  far-seeing,  highly  intelligent, 
and  idealistic  gentleman.  In  seeking 
peace  he  kept  one  thought  ever  before 
him — that  of  reaching  a  peace  based 
upon  terms  that  would  permit  all  na¬ 
tions  to  live  at  peace  with  each  other; 
that  would  give  to  each  nation  a  place 
in  the  economic  sun  that  would  enable 
its  people  to  live  on  a  basis  of  freedom 
and  a  reasonable  prosperity.  Great 
Britain  and  France  agreed  to  Mr.  Wil¬ 
son’s  14  points— “in  principle.”  At  the 
Peace  Conference  at  Versailles  neither 
would  agree  to  anything  that  even  re¬ 
motely  approached  Mr.  Wilson’s  de¬ 


mands.  Instead,  our  President  was  final¬ 
ly  compelled  to  agree  to  the  treaty  which 
eventually  was  promulgated.  He  re¬ 
turned  home  bitterly  disappointed,  his 
health  ruined,  and  he  finally  died  know¬ 
ing  his  efforts  for  future  peace  had  failed 
completely,  and  that  future  wars  were 
inevitable. 

It  seems  very  clear  that  Mr.  Roosevelt 
now  finds  himself  in  the  same  position 
that  Mr.  Wilson  earlier  found  himself. 
At  the  coming  peace  conference  he  will 
find  himself  faced  with  two  individuals 
just  as  inexorable,  just  as  determined 
to  promote  the  power  of  their  respective 
countries  as  were  Clemenceau  and  Lloyd 
George  a  quarter  of  a  century  ago.  He 
v/ill  have  brought  home  to  him  anew  the 
fact  that  “when  the  devil  is  sick,  the 
devil  a  saint  would  be,  but  when  he  gets 
well,  a  devil  again  is  he,”  and  that  this 
applies  to  nations  as  well  as  individuals. 

Certainly  Cliurchill  has  let  it  be  known 
that  not  for  one  moment  will  he  agree 
to  anything  which  will  prevent  the  British 
Empire  doing  exactly  what  he  believes  it 
should  do  to  perpetuate  its  present  or¬ 
ganization  and  power.  Stalin’s  position 
differs  from  Churchill’s  only  in  the  fact 
that  he  proposes  not  only  to  maintain 
Russia’s  present  holdings,  power,  and  in¬ 
fluence,  but  also  to  extend  the  same  to  a 
point  not  yet  disclosed. 

We  are  living  in  a  very  practical  world. 
The  human  animal  is  a  selfish  one.  Wars 
stem  directly  from  the  selfishness  in 
human  hearts^  Judging  from  the  fact 
recorded  history  tells  us  that  from  1500 
B.  C.  to  1860  A.  D.  more  than  8,000  treaties 
of  peace,  meant  to  remain  in  force  for- 
e  er,  were  concluded,  and  that  the  aver¬ 
age  tune  they  remained  in  force  was  2 
years,  indicates  the  ephemeral  character 
of  treaties  and  the  futility  of  wars  as  a 
medium  of  settling  disputes  between  na¬ 
tions. 

There  have  been  nearly  300  wars  in  the 
three  centuries  of  the  modern  state  sys¬ 
tem.  The  settlement  of  the  more  im¬ 
portant  ones,  in  most  instances,  because 
of  the  selfishness  written  into  peace 
agreements,  have  been  followed  by  other 
wars  of  greater  magnitude  and  more  hor¬ 
rible  death-dealing  methods. 

Certainly  if  we  continue  our  wars  and 
improvement  of  weapons  and  methods 
of  destroying  human  life  the  human  race 
will  revert  to  the  standard  of  the  Dark 
Ages.  Civilization  simply  cannot  survive 
unless  we  radically  change  our  ways. 

All  this  leads  me  to  the  question,  What 
are  we  going  to  do  about  it?  You  know, 
of  course,  I  would  have  kept  us  out  of 
the  present  war  if  I  had  found  it  pos¬ 
sible.  It  seemed  clear  we  were  continu¬ 
ing  a  policy  of  perpetuating  the  British 
Empire,  which  we  began  in  1917.  It 
seemed  a  disastrous  course  to  follow.  I 
am  first  for  the  perpetuation  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  I  am  against 
this  country  becoming  entangled  in  a 
web  of  international  power  politics,  and 
would  have  kept  us  out  of  them.  How¬ 
ever,  we  are  in  “up  to  our  necks.”  Now 
that  we  are  in,  the  only  way  out  for  us 
is  to  fight  our  way  out,  and  I  am  for  this 
program  to  the  end.  I  will  do  everything 
in  my  power  to  help  win  the  war  in  the 
shoi'test  possible  time.  Every  other 
method  of  establishing  peace  in  the  world 
having  failed,  I  shall  go  along  with  the 


program  of  disarming  the  belligerent 
nations  and  keeping  them  disarmed  until 
they  are  ready  to  live  in  comity  with  their 
neighbors. 

It  follows,  therefore,  of  course,  that  I 
must  oppose  with  all  the  strength  that 
God  may  give  me  any  scheme  which  can 
work  out  only  to  draw  us  and  the  world 
into  more  wars  in  the  future.  It  does 
not  matter  if  the  war  plant  is  labeled 
a  “peace  plan.”  Mr.  Roosevelt’s  policies 
have  all  been  tei’med  “peace  policies.” 
Power  politics  is  power  politics  under  any 
label,  and  the  only  plans  that  have  thus 
far  come  from  this  administration  in¬ 
volve  a  disguised  variety  of  the  same 
power  politics  which  have  always  led  to 
war.  The  only  difference  is  that  in  the 
future,  unless  we  watch  our  step,  we  will 
be  leading  instead  of  following  the  pro¬ 
cession  into  war. 

I  shall  continue  to  do  everything  I  can 
to  preserve  this  as  the  greatest  land  of 
opportunity  for  the  common  man  this 
world  has  ever  known.  If  it  is  to  be  pre¬ 
served,  it  will  be  through  a  return  to 
constitutional  government,  under  which 
any  man,  no  matter  how  lowly  born,  can 
aspire  to  and  can  win  for  himself  the 
highest  office  in  the  land  or  a  measure 
of  prosperity  which  is  possible  only  in 
this  America  of  ours. 

(Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  7  minutes  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin]. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hesitate 
to  bring  this  matter  into  this  debate  at 
this  time.  However,  after  the  very  mas¬ 
terful  defense  by  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York,  of  the  action  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  on  all  matters 
pertaining  to  the  military,  I  wonder  how 
the  gentleman  can  justify  the  action  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  on  the  Canol 
project.  Certainly  no  one  wants  to  de¬ 
tract  from  their  brilliant  war  record  and 
the  magnificent  victories  they  are  daily 
recording,  but  it  should  be  their  duty  to 
stay  with  the  business  of  war.  I  trust 
there  will  not  be  any  Canol  projects  un¬ 
der  the  lend-lease  legislation  that  will 
prove  so  great  a  failure  as  Canol. 

The  War  Department  has  finally  writ¬ 
ten  off  the  Canol  project — that  fantastic 
excursion  which  would  not  have  been 
undertaken  by  any  man  of  experience 
and  judgment  in  such  matters. 

It  is  to  be  abandoned,  the  Department 
says  in  a  lengthy  press  release,  “by  June 
30.”  A  committee  of  the  other  branch  of 
the  Congress  asked  why  the  project 
should  not  be  closed  down  now,  as  it  costs 
about  $1,000,000  per  month  to  operate. 
I  can  find  no  answer  to  that,  except  that 
an  appropriation  was  made  last  year  of 
about  $16,500,000  for  maintenance  and 
operation  of  the  project,  it  has  not  been 
used  up  yet,  and  it  would  be  a  violation 
of  the  traditions  of  this  project  to  try  to 
economize  by  quitting  now  and  saving 
two  or  three  million  dollars. 

I  have  spoken  on  this  subject  before 
to  the  Members  of  this  House  and  to  the 
public.  That  was  a  long  time  ago.  On 
October  12  and  October  19  of  1943  I 
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covered  this  story  fully.  It  is  no  great 
pleasure  to  me  to  see  my  early  fears  of 
complete  failure  confirmed.  I  had  talked 
to  men  who  were  wise  in  the  develop¬ 
ment,  the  transportation  and  the  refin¬ 
ing  of  petroleum  before  saying  anything 
about  it.  Economically,  the  Canol  proj¬ 
ect  was  an  absurdity  of  such  high  degree 
that  anyone  outside  of  Government  who 
would  propose  such  a  thing  would  be 
thought  to  be  a  fit  subject  for  a  mental 
examination.  Militarily,  it  falls  equally 
flat.  It  has  not  yielded  as  much  gaso¬ 
line  and  other  products  as  was  required 
on  the  project  itself.  All  the  steam  was 
used  to  blow  the  whistle. 

The  War  Department,  of  course,  has 
not  admitted  to  having  made  an  error. 
With  a  tenacity,  a  stubbornness  which 
would  be  admirable  on  the  battlefield  but 
is  wholly  inexcusable  here,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  blandly  seeks  in  its  press  release  to 
create  the  impression  that  Canol  was, 
after  all,  a  great  triumph.  The  most  in¬ 
fantile  of  the  several  justifications  set 
forth  by  the  alert  Public  Relations 
Bureau  of  the  War  Department  is  that 
expressed  in  the  following  paragraph: 

The  Canol  project  has  demonstrated  that 
oil  may  be  conveyed  over  long  distances  and 
refined  in  year-around  operations  in  the 
Arctic  despite  difficulties  of  terrain  and  cli¬ 
mate.  The  knowledge  and  experience  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  operation  of  Canol  will  be 
of  great  value  if  Indicated  large  reservoirs 
of  oil  in  Alaska  or  northwestern  Canada 
materialize.  Such  oil  can  be  made  an  avail¬ 
able  continental  resource. 

Well,  perhaps  that  is  the  most  tangi¬ 
ble  of  the  gains  the  Department  can 
think  of.  I  wonder  how  much  time  and 
effort  on  the  part  of  the  military  was 
necessary  to  figure  out  that  one?  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  physical  properties  have  little 
value.  The  War  Department  has  spent 
about  $135,000,000  of  the  taxpayers 
money  in  demonstrating  that  oil  can 
be  moved  around  and  refined  in  a  cold 
climate,  and  if  there  is  any  oil  found  up 
there  in  the  future,  it  will  be  useful  in¬ 
formation  to  have  available.  If  that  is 
all  that  was  accomplished,  the  knowl¬ 
edge  could  have  been  acquired  for  a  few 
thousand  dollars  instead  of  the  many 
millions  that  were  spent. 

We  do  not  know  just  what  the  cost 
was.  It  has  been  placed  officially  by  a 
congressional  committee  at  more  than 
$134,000,000.  The  War  Department,  by 
a  different  system  of  bookkeeping,  scales 
down  this  figure,  chiefly  by  charging  to 
another  account  the  construction  of 
products  distribution  lines.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  cost  cannot  be  calculated 
by  any  method.  Several  thousand  sol¬ 
diers  were  used  on  the  construction. 
Materials  by  the  thousands  of  tons — ■ 
critical  and  strategic  materials  which 
the  oil  industry  of  the  United  States 
was  begging  for — went  into  this  fan¬ 
tastic  adventure  in  the  Canadian  wilder¬ 
ness.  Who  can  reduce  to  dollars  the 
good  that  would  have  been  achieved  by 
their  use  in  the  oil  fields  of  this  country? 
Trucks  and  tractors,  airplanes,  river 
boats  and  barges,  and  all  the  supplies  and 
equipment  needed  to  maintain  thou¬ 
sands  of  soldiers  and  more  thousands  of 
civilians  who  worked  bn  the  job  for  2 
years  would  have  advanced  the  war 


effort  immeasurably  if  used  in  a  sensible 
way.  What  could  those  workers  have 
achieved  in  war  production  here  at 
home?  Incidentally,  there  are  a  couple 
of  thousand  persons  still  on  the  pay  roll 
and  will  be  until  June. 

Now,  says  the  War  Department,  they 
are  beginning  to  prepare  to  put  a  valua¬ 
tion  on  the  project  and  will  offer  it  for 
sale  under  the  agreement  with  Canada. 
Who  will  buy  it?  No  oil  company  would 
be  interested  in  more  than  a  fragment 
of  it.  It  is  to  be  appraised  with  regard  to 
its  commercial  value.  There  is  no 
market  for  a  couple  of  thousand  barrels 
of  production  up  in  the  Canadian 
wilderness,  and  mark  me,  it  will  fall  into 
disuse  and  be  abandoned.  The  scrap 
would  not  bring  the  cost  to  take  it  out. 
The  Dominion  of  Canada  seems  to  have 
a  preference,  and  they  show  sound  judg¬ 
ment,  for  letting  private  industry  develop 
oil  fields  and  build  refineries  and  it  is 
unlikely  that  the  Canadian  Government 
will  want  a  property  which  requires  a 
million  dollars  of  public  money  to 
operate. 

Canol  contributed  nothing  to  winning 
the  war.  It  detracted  from  the  total  war 
effort.  It  was  an  extravagant  waste  of 
manpower  and  materials  in  a  period  of 
war  when  the  country  was  crying  for 
both.  The  War  Department  consulted 
oil  men  before  it  started  the  job  in  1942 
and  all  such  advisers  urged  as  strongly 
as  they  could  that  the  project  not  be 
started;  they  suggested  alternative 
means  of  supplying  oil  that  would  cost 
far  less  and  would  yield  greater  and  mofe 
immediate  results,  but  little  or  no  at¬ 
tention  was  paid  to  them. 

If  we  will  take  careful  stock  and  re¬ 
member  this  project  well  through  the 
years  to  come,  perhaps  there  is  some¬ 
thing  of  value  in  it.  It  should  serve  as  a 
lasting  warning  to  leave  industrial  af¬ 
fairs  to  the  men  who  know  about  such 
things.  The  War  Department  knows 
how  to  wage  war.  Let  it  be  confined  to 
its  proper  role  from  here  on.  It  has  no 
business  in  trying  to  develop  oilfields  or 
run  refineries.  In  this  case,  its  judgment 
on  advisers  was  bad.  It  disregarded  the 
opinions  of  those  whose  experience  en¬ 
titled  them  to  express  opinions,  includ¬ 
ing  those  who  discovered  the  oil  field 
which  was  to  supply  the  refinery,  and 
adopted  the  views  of  men  who  knew  no 
more  about  what  they  were  getting  into 
than  they  would  about  the  whaling  in¬ 
dustry. 

Other  departments  have  been  trying 
to  get  into  the  oil  business.  The  Navy 
has  a  project  under  way  at  this  time 
in  an  area  of  Alaska  that  is  even  more 
Inaccessible  than  is  the  Canol.  No  fur¬ 
ther  encouragement  or  money  should  be 
given  to  this.  The  Interior  Department 
has  been  turned  down  twice  in  the  past 
year  in  its  ambition  to  go  wildcatting 
in  Alaska.  If  there  is  oil  to  be  obtained 
in  that  Territory  private  industry  will 
find  it  and  develop  it  under  a  policy  of 
leasing  which  is  liberal  enough  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  the  risks  involved.  Certainly, 
the  taxpayers  of  this  country  should  not 
be  compelled  to  pay  for  any  more  of  these 
wild  gambles  by  any  agency  of  govern¬ 
ment.  Whenever  one  of  the  proposals 


is  made  our  watchword  should  be,  "Re¬ 
member  the  Canol." 

The  inquiries  heretofore  made  into  this 
project  should  not  be  ended.  There  re¬ 
mains  to  be  filed  the  ultimate  responsi¬ 
bility  for  ordering  the  thing  started.  It 
made  no  sense  at  any  time.  The  emer¬ 
gency  situation  in  early  1942,  when  the 
Japanese  were  attacking  the  Aleutians, 
could  not  be  met  by  instituting  a  wildcat 
oil  exploration  and  a  construction  job 
that  many  foresaw,  and  advised  the  War 
Department,  would  require  a  long  time. 
The  Japs  were  driven  from  the  Aleutians 
long  before  1  gallon  of  gasoline  came 
from  the  Canol  refinery,  but  the  project 
went  merrily  on  when  millions  of  dollars 
could  have  been  saved  for  the  American 
taxpayers. 

This  entire  project  should  be  given  an 
immediate  investigation  by  the  Lea  Pe¬ 
troleum  Committee  of  the  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  or  by  Military  Affairs. 
Certainly  it  must  be  agreed  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  are  entitled  to  a  full  explana¬ 
tion  on  this  $138,000,000  project  which  is 
now  being  unceremoniously  junked  with 
an  official  War  Department  release.  I 
say  "unceremoniously,”  because  if  I  re¬ 
member  correctly,  they  held  a  ceremony 
when  it  was  completed,  announcing  to 
the  world  that  the  great  Canol  was  in 
operation. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  simply  want  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  an  explanation  which  is  full  and 
complete,  relative  to  some  of  the  charges 
that  have  been  made  in  the  debate  today 
with  reference  to  farm  machinery,  in  a 
statement  contained  in  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Leo  T.  Crowley,  Foreign  Economic  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Bloom],  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  which  will 
be  found  on  page  A321  of  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  of  this  session  of  Con¬ 
gress.  It  shows  that  this  statement,  like 
many  others  that  have  been  made  about 
lend-lease,  is  grossly  exaggerated  and  not 
in  accordance  with  the  facts.  As  was 
stated  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
^Mr.  Wadsworth] — in  his  statement  he 
said  3  percent,  but  I  think  the  record  will 
show  not  less  than  2  percent  of  farm 
machinery  has  gone  under  lend-lease  to 
our  allies,  and  it  has  only  gone  when  and 
where  the  military  said  it  was  necessary 
for  the  production  of  food  for  our  sol¬ 
diers,  and  many  of  the  American  farm 
tractors  have  been  used  in  the  clearing 
of  ground  for  air  bases  in  England  and 
also  the  building  of  military  roads  in 
France,  and  elsewhere. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
no  further  request  for  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read,  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  subsection  (c)  of 
section  3  of  an  act  to  promote  the  defense 
of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11. 
1941,  as  amended,  Is  amended  by  striking 
out  “June  30,  1945”  wherever  it  appears 
therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “June 
30,  1946”;  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1948”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1949”;  and 
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by  striking  out  “July  1,  1945”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1946”;  and  subsection 
(b)  of  section  6  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “June  30,  1948”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “June  30,  1949.” 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bloom  :  At  the 
end  of  the  bill  insert  the  following  new 
section : 

“Sec.  2.  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3 
of  such  act  is  further  amended  by  striking 
cut  the  period  after  the  word  ‘earlier,’  in¬ 
serting  a  semicolon,  and  the  following  new 
language:  ‘Provided  hozoever,  That  nothing 
in  section  3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  President  to  enter  into  or  carry 
out  any  contract  or  agreement  with  a  for¬ 
eign  government  for  post-war  relief,  post¬ 
war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruc¬ 
tion;  except  that  a  contract  or  agreement 
entered  into  in  accordance  with  this  act  in 
which  the  United  States  undertakes  to  fur¬ 
nish  to  a  foreign  government  defense  articles, 
services,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  present  war  and  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President, 
of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or  in¬ 
formation  after  the  President  determines 
they  are  no  longer  necessary  for  use  by  such 
government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for 
post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or 
post-war  reconstruction.’  ” 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sim¬ 
ply  wish  to  state  that  during  my  absence 
from  the  floor  this  afternoon  my  col¬ 
league  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Luther  A.  Johnson]  read  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  also  the  statement  on  the 
amendment.  This  amendment  was 
agreed  to  unanimously  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  especially  by  the 
Members  who  signed  the  minority  re¬ 
port.  There  was  a  unanimous  vote  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  on  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  confine  my 
remarks  primarily  to  an  amendment  I 
expect  to  offer  as  soon  as  the  pending 
amendment  is  disposed  of ;  but  I  bring  it 
to  your  attention  now  in  order  that  you 
may  have'  a  little  time  to  think  it  OY^r. 

The  amendment  I  propose  to  offer 
-would  join  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  the  President  in  approving 
the  termination  of  contracts  of  lend- 
lease  with  foreign  governments.  It 
seems  to  me  the  lend-lease  act  was  very 
weak  in  respect  of  the  termination  of 
contracts  made  under  it.  It  is  a  poor 
way  for  America  to  aid  the  war.  There 
is  no  reason  why  the  termination  of 
these  contracts  should  not  be  with  the 
approval  of  the  Congress.  That  is  our 
responsibility,  the  responsibility  of  Con¬ 
gress.  The  amendment  I  propose  to  of¬ 
fer  is  one  that  was  offered  a  year  ago  by 
the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia,  Mr. 
Schiffler,  who  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  It  seems 
strange  to  me  that  the  committee  at  that 
time  would  not  adopt  that  amendment. 
I  claim  no  pride  of  authorship;  it  is  Mr. 
Schiffler’s  and  one  which  I  believe  the 
Congress  is  duty  bound  to  consider  fully 
when  we  terminate  these  contracts. 

I  cannot  understand  why  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  has  per¬ 


mitted  the  Chief  Executive  to  handle  all 
the  affairs  of  lend-lease.  Seems  to  me 
Congress  abdicated.  It  is  true  that  he 
has  appointed  an  administrator,  but 
when  it  comes  to  the  termination  of 
these  contracts  more  than  one  or  two 
men  should  enter  into  the  discussion  of 
how  they  should  be  settled.  Our  tax¬ 
payers  want  to  know  about  the  settle¬ 
ment.  A  manufacturing  concern  which 
sent  its  manufactured  products  to  an¬ 
other  concern  with  no  arrangemet  what¬ 
ever  as  to  how  they  were  to  be  settled  for 
would  be  accused  of  very  loose  credit 
practices.  It  would  be  only  a  short  time 
in  my  judgment  until  that  concern  went 
into  bankruptcy.  I  liken  this  lend-lease 
program  to  such  a  dealing.  We  are 
elected  as  trustees  representing  the 
stockholders  of  this  country,  we  have 
been  sent  here  for  the  purpose  of  look¬ 
ing  after  the  interests  of  America,  of 
the  American  Treasury,  of  the  American 
taxpayer. 

If  we  had  a  man  at  the  head  of  our 
Government  who  loved  America  as 
much  as  Mr.  Churchill  loves  Great  Brit¬ 
ain  or  as  Mr.  Stalin  loves  Russia  I  would 
not  fear  so  much  the  outcome  of  what 
happens  at  the  termination  of  lend-lease 
for  America  to  get  her  just  dues  in  a 
final  settlement,  but  I  do  not  favor  alto¬ 
gether  the  idea  that  we  should  permit  the 
power  to  be  lodged  in  any  one  man  in  this 
country  regardless  of  who  he  may  be. 
America  might  be  sold  short. 

I  wish  to  read  you  a  statement  made 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States  in 
his  address  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  on  October 
31,  1932: 

My  job  will  be  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
this  incident  and  to  prevent  the  hard-earned 
dollars  of  American  investors  from  being 
frittered  away  in  foreign  fields  encouraged 
by  the  sanction  of  the  Federal  Government 
of  the  United  States  and  with  the  profits 
flowing  only  to  certain  international  finan¬ 
ciers  whose  greed  is  greater  than  their  pa¬ 
triotism. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?' 

Mr.' RICH.  I  have  not  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  heard  several 
remarks  this  afternoon  about  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  in  Great  Britain.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  just  made  a  statement 
about  its  not  being  farm  machinery. 

I  was  born  on  a  farm  and  I  think  I 
know  what  farm  machinery  is — harrows, 
discs,  plows,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing — 
and  may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  who  just  spoke  to  you  that  I  saw 
about  640  acres  of  new  farm  machinery 
over  there  in  England.  I  also  saw  trucks 
unloading  more  farm  machinery  at  the 
time  I  was  there.  I  also  read  Mr.  Crow¬ 
ley’s  statement  in  the  Congressional 
Record  that  this  machinery  was  road¬ 
building  machinery  to  be  used  over  in 
France.  I  am  not  objecting  to  farm 
machinery  being  sent  to  Great  Britain 
because  I  think  it  was  necessary.  It  has 
helped  Great  Britain  come  from  the 
point  of  producing  around  30  or  40  per¬ 
cent  of  her  food  production  to  up  around 
70  percent,  but  unfortunately  the  people 


who  are  handling  lend-lease  and  the  mil¬ 
itary  go  on  the  theory  that  you  can  never 
get  too  much.  Of  course  that  is  not  so. 
You  can  get  too  much  farm  machinery, 
you  can  get  too  much  of  one  thing  and 
not  enough  of  something  else.  The  thing 
that  happened  so  far  as  our  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  is  concerned  is  that  we  sent  en¬ 
tirely  too  much  farm  machinery  to  Great 
Britain.  We  were  overenthusiastic  in 
our  belief  that  we  could  do  something  for 
Great  Britain.  I  am  not  objecting  to 
sending  some  of  it  to  them,  but  they  do 
not  need  as  much  as  we  sent  them. 
The  farmers  of  this  country  have  been 
doing  without  machinery. 

If  you  will  take  the  time  to  read  in  the 
Record  the  hearings,  page  168,  you  will 
note  that  I  placed  in  the  Record  at  that 
point  the  official  report  of  Great  Britain 
that  I  received  when  I  was  over  there  in 
October,  showing  what  they  were  doing 
in  reverse  lend-lease.  You  will  also  no¬ 
tice  some  very  interesting  items  that  they 
gave  us,  for  instance,  1,280  bottles  of 
whisky.  You  will  find  that  they  gave  us 
pianos  over  there,  some  bolts  and  screws, 
and  so  forth.  You  will  also  find  the 
number  of  hours  they  spent  in  moving 
lend-lease  equipment  from  one  place  to 
another  for  us,  their  lend-lease  equip¬ 
ment.  They  go  into  a  great  deal  of  detail, 
and  I  am  not  criticizing  the  British  for 
doing  that.  I  think  it  is  fine;  I  believe 
we  ought  to  have  good  bookkeeping 
methods,  but  I  have  been  unable  to  find 
where  the  Americans  have  been  as  me¬ 
ticulous  in  their  bookkeeping  methods 
as  the  Eritish  have  been.  It  is  rather  in¬ 
teresting  to  me  when  I  read  in  so  much 
detail  the  amount  of  things  they  have 
given  us  in  lend-lease. 

I  brought  this  article  back  and  had  it 
put  in  the  Record  at  the  time,  because 
they  are  doing  a  good  job  of  keeping 
“track  of  what  they  do  for  us.  But  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  we  must 
have  some  accounting  on  lend-lease,  a 
statement  as  to  how  long,  to  what  extent, 
and  how  many  billions  of  dollars  the 
lend-lease  policy  is  going  to  be  continued 
once  a  normal  peace  has  returned  to  Eu¬ 
rope.  You  know  the  original  purpose  of 
lend-lease,  as  rather  loosely  stated,  was 
that  the  United  States  would  provide 
the  money  and  the  materiel  of  war  and 
our  European  friends  were  to  do  the 
fighting  and  dying  and  our  participation 
in  the  war  could  be  avoided.  I  read  some 
of  the  statements  by  Members  when  the 
Lend-Lease  Act  was  adopted  in  this 
House.  I  was  not  a  Member  at  that  time. 
Members  on  the  right  side  of  the  aisle 
who  were  Members  at  that  time  should 
read  some  of  the  speeches  they  made  in 
1941  when  the  House  adopted  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act;  they  should  go  back,  and  then 
see  what  has  really  happened. 

Lend-lease  was  necessary,  but  it  was 
not  a  measure  to  keep  us  out  of  the  war. 
Unfortunately,  we  have  now  some  11,- 
000,000  men  in  this  war.  The  Prime 
Minister  of  England  said  at  one  time, 
‘‘Give  us  the  tools  and  we  will  do  the 
job.”  But  what  is  the  picture?  We  have 
not  only  given  them  the  tools  but  we  are 
furnishing  75  or  80  percent  of  the  men 
on  the  fighting  fronts  of  Europe;  we  are 
having  all  the  casualties  of  the  war,  and 
how  many  men  are  we  furnishing  in  the 
Pacific  theater?  Most  of  them.  Eng- 
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land  has  furnished  a  few  down  in  India 
to  police  that  territory.  In  other  words, 
lend-lease  did  not  keep  us  out  of  war. 
We  have  furnished  the  tools,  we  have 
furnished  up  to  now  some  11,000,000  men, 
and  the  casualties  are  running  up  close 
to  a  million. 

Mr.  PLOESER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  PLOESSER.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that,  with  the  exception  of  the 
India  area,  we  are  furnishing  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  men  in  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  The  gentleman  is 
against  the  Australians. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The  ma¬ 
jority  leader  can  get  all  the  time  he  wants 
on  the  subject.  I  have  been  here  all 
afternoon  seeking  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  has  expired. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  may  proceed  for  5  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  we  have  already  spent  around 
$40,000,000,000  and  there  will  be  from 
twenty-five  to  thirty  billion  dollars  more 
that  has  not  been  spent.  Just  how  far 
are  we  going  to  go  in  the  rehabilitation 
and  construction  of  Europe  under  lend- 
lease?  The  pending  amendment  pres¬ 
ently  before  the  House  helps  clarify  the 
situation. 

When  I  went  before  the  committee 
handling  this  bill  I  rather  strongly  urged 
that  some  terminal  facilities  be  provided 
for  lend-lease.  I  think  it  is  necessary 
and  I  am  certain  that  the  folks  out  in 
my-eountry  want  the  American  Congress 
to  stand  up  and  protest  most  vigorously 
the  wanton  waste  of  our  American  re¬ 
sources  without  some  promise  of  a  fair 
return.  I  feel  certain  that  we  can  dis¬ 
sipate  our  resources  in  this  country  to  a 
point  where  we  will  no  longer  be  a  strong 
and  virile  nation.  To  what  extent  ac¬ 
tually  can  Uncle  Sam,  having  done  his 
full  part  in  the  winning  of  the  war,  con¬ 
vert  himself  next  into  a  perpetual  Santa 
Clause  for  all  the  world?  Truly  it  is  a 
problem  deserving  the  careful  considera¬ 
tion  of  Congress.  The  war  has  cost  the 
United  States  more  than  $250,000,000,000. 
The  national  debt  limit  has  recently 
been  increased  to  $300,000,000,000.  Such 
figures  are  beyond  understanding.  They 
would  represent  hopeless  bankruptcy  if 
demand  payment  were  required  now.  It 
is  argued  by  some  mystics,  however,  that 
ince  “we  owe  it  to  ourselves’’  the  debt 
does  not  count.  The  taxpayers  are, 
many,  if  not  most  of  them,  bondholders, 
and  the  bondholders  are  all  of  them  tax¬ 
payers.  The  debt  could  be  wiped  out  if 
the  Government  were  so  minded,  by 
transferrals  from  the  right  pocket  to 
the  left  pocket. 

I  hope  that  this  Congress  will  give 
careful  thought  to  how  far  we  should 


go  with  lend-lease.  I  think  that  we 
should  keep  very  careful  books  on  lend- 
lease. 

When  I  came  back  from  England  I 
made  some  statements  about  lend-lease 
and  how  it  was  being  treated.  Of  course, 
some  folks  in  Congress  and  in  England 
did  not  like  it,  and  they  called  me  by 
telephone  and  wanted  me  to  retract  some 
of  my  statements.  I  supported  it  the 
last  time.  With  the  large  amount  of 
money  now  available  for  lend-lease  it  is 
possible  it  can  be  used  in  such  a  way 
as  to  waste  the  resources  of  America  and 
destroy  our  future. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  to  say  that  when  he  came 
back  from  England  he  made  several 
statements  that  the  British  called  him 
up  about? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Yes;  the 
British  press  in  New  York. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  And  the  gentleman  did 
not  resent  it? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Yes;  I  re¬ 
sented  it. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  That  is  an  unusual 
thing.  I  am  surprised  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  would  make  a  statement  like  that. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  May  I  tell 
you  one  conversation  I  had  with  a  news¬ 
paperman  in  New  York?  He  said,  “Con¬ 
gressman,  we  were  in  this  war  2  years 
before  you  were.  What  do  you  think 
you  owe  us  for  that?” 

Mr.  BLOOM.  The  gentleman  said 
that  a  British  representative  asked  him 
to  retract  or  withdraw  his  statement;  is 
that  right? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Yes;  they 
wanted  me  to  withdraw  the  statement. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  A  British  representa¬ 
tive? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  A  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  British  paper. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  That  is  different. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  He  repre¬ 
sented  the  thinking  of  the  English. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  would  not  want  it  to 
go  out  and  have  the  world  think  that 
the  British  Government  or  any  repre¬ 
sentative  called  the  gentleman  up. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  It  was  a 
British  newspaperman  from  one  of  the 
big  papers  who  represents  the  thinking 
and  opinion  of  that  country. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  made 
the  statement  that  in  this  lend-lease  pro¬ 
gram  there  has  been  wanton  waste.  I 
am  wondering  if  the  gentleman  could 
give  the  House  a  bill  of  particulars  and 
point  out  where  this  wanton  waste 
occurred? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  do  not 
think  that  would  be  very  hard  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  would  just  look  around  some  of 
these  ports  where  this  equipment  is  piling 
up.  How  about  the  Canol  project  up 
in  Canada  or  the  Alaskan  Highway? 
Would  not  the  gentleman  say  that  was 
wanton  waste? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No;  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  gentleman  at  all. 
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Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Mi*.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  he  forgets  that  at  the  time 
the  Alaskan  Highway  was  built  no  one 
knew  what  the  Japs  were  going  to  do 
in  Alaska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  am  not 
yielding  for  a  speech. 

Mr.  BULWINKLE.  Not  for  a  speech, 
but  in  order  to  inform  the  gentleman  as 
to  both  the  oil  project  and  the  other. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Let  me 
answer  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Cooley],  The  gentleman 
heard  the  statement  of  Lindsay  Warren, 
the  Comptroller  General,  that  $50,000,- 
000,000  had  been  wasted  in  war  contracts, 
cost-plus  contracts.  He  comes  from  your 
State  and  served  in  this  House.  Is  he 
wrong? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes;  I  recall  that  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Would  the 
gentleman  call  that  waste? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  If  the  gentleman  is 
conscious  of  any  wanton  waste  of  Fed¬ 
eral  funds,  it  is  his  duty  to  bring  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  Congress  or  some 
agency  of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  to  the  end  that  those  wan¬ 
ton  criminals  may  be  brought  to  justice. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Did  not 
Lindsay  Warren  point  out  that  there  was 
$50,000,000,000  of  waste? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  He  did  not  use  the 
word  “wanton,”  which  implies  something 
evil. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  has  expired. 

Mr.  FLOOD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  too  bad  at  this  late 
hour  in  the  debate  that  this  question 
should  arise,  but  I  cannot  permit  any 
statements  to  be  made  such  as  were  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Rich]  a  few  minutes  ago.  I  hope 
he  was  wrong  or  did  not  intend  them  so 
but  whether  he  did  or  not  I  must  chal¬ 
lenge  his  remark. 

It  is  my  purpose  now,  Mr.  Chairman, 
to  express  my  heartfelt  resentment 
against  the  statement  made  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich], 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
does  not  have  in  the  depth  of  his  heart 
the  welfare  of  America  as  does  the  leader 
of  any  other  nation  of  the  Allies  or  of 
any  other  country  in  the  world.  I  say 
now,  and  I  think  I  speak  for  everybody 
in  the  House  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle, 
perhaps  with  the  exception  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  himself,  that  nobody  can  question 
the  patriotism  of  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt, 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FLOOD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
for  any  purpose. 

Mr.  RICH.  I  was  referring  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  a  spend¬ 
thrift,  that  he  did  not  know  the  value 
of  a  dollar  and  was  not  protecting  the 
dollars  of  the  American  taxpayers.  He 
never  has  and  he  never  can  and  he  never 
will. 
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Mr.  FLOOD.  That  is  pr-obably  the 
best  autobiographical  statement  I  have 
ever  heard  in  the  House.  But  the  record 
of  the  President  stands  as  an  example 
of  great  leadership,  patriotism,  sacrifice 
and  devotion  to  his  country. 

Mr.  SAVAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  considering  a 
serious  and  important  bill  here  today 
and  I  feel  it  is  worthy  of  a  body  like  this 
to  stick  to  the  merits  of  the  bill.  I  very 
much  resent  the  remaks  made  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania.  Just  be¬ 
cause  the  President  is  not  with  all  the 
rich  people  all  the  time  does  not  mean 
that  he  is  not  loyal  to  the  United  States. 
I  think  the  American  people  have  said 
four  times  that  he  is  the  most  loyal 
American  there  is  in  this  country.  I  cer¬ 
tainly  know  that  the  millions  that  voted 
for  President  Roosevelt  this  time  to 
carry  on  the  war  negotiations,  and  so 
on,  voted  for  him  because  they  have  su¬ 
preme  confidence  in  the  man’s  sincerity 
and  loyalty  to  the  people  of  America. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAVAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  might  call  at¬ 
tention  to  history.  George  Washington 
underwent  the  same  kind  of  attacks  in 
his  day.  Lincoln,  during  the  Civil  War, 
underwent  the  same  type  of  attack,  not 
from  the  South  but  from  the  North,  and 
from  members  of  his  own  party  in  Con¬ 
gress.  This  shows  that  any  strong  Presi¬ 
dent  of  our  country,  when  the  country 
is  faced  with  a  crisis,  must  undergo  those 
types  of  attack.  But  history  shows  that 
the  attackers  are  the  ones  who  are  lack¬ 
ing  in  that  stability  which  is  necessary  to 
give  the  leadership  to  bring  our  country 
to  success  when  a  crisis  confronts  us. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SAVAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  RICH.  May  I  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  have  no  animosity  toward 
the  President  of  the  United  States  in  any 
sense  of  the  word.  It  is  only  the  things 
that  he  does  and  his  record  that  I  am 
attacking.  The  things  he  promised  in 
1932  and  1933  and  from  then  on  he  has 
repudiated;  he  has  not  carried  them 
out.  Those  are  the  things  I  object  to. 
I  do  not  want  to  object  to  the  President 
as  a  man,  but  I  object  to  the  things  that 
he  does. 

Mr.  SAVAGE.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  con¬ 
sider  a  man  on  his  works  and  on  what 
he  does,  and  I  am  sure  that  is  what  the 
millions  of  people  considered  when  they 
voted  for  President  Roosevelt. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  May  I  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  the  candidate  of  the 
Republican  Party  last  fall  took  the  posi¬ 
tion  that  no  measure  passed  during  the 
past  12  years  would  be  repealed,  and  he 
did  not  take  issue  with  the  leadership 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
during  this  war. 

Mr.  SAVAGE.  I  noticed  that  in  the 
campaign  and  was  very  happy  that  the 
American  people  were  practically  unan¬ 
imous  in  their  support  of  his  leadership 
in  bringing  the  war  to  a  successful  con¬ 


clusion  and  the  establishing  of  a  perma¬ 
nent  peace. 

(Mr.  KEE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KEE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  four  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  measure  should  be 
passed  without  modification  or  amend¬ 
ment  other  than  that  proposed  by  the 
committee. 

On  the  11th  day  of  March  1941,  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  warned 
by  the  shadows  of  coming  events,  forged 
for  the  defense  of  this  Nation  the  most 
effective  weapon  ever  devised  by  the 
minds  of  man.  This  was  not  in  any 
way  a  secret  weapon,  the  character  of 
which  was  to  be  shrouded  in  mystery 
and  closely  guarded  lest  it  be  divulged 
to  our  actual  or  potential  enemies,  nor 
was  it  a  newly  invented  instrumentality 
of  war  designed  for  the  destruction  of 
armies  on  land  and  navies  at  sea.  Nor 
was  this  weapon  something  in  the  nature 
of  high-powered  explosives,  nor  deadly 
guns,  nor  swifter  planes,  nor  greater 
ships,  nor  other  devices  of  death  for  the 
effective  prosecution  of  war.  Yet,  though 
classed  with  none  of  the  instrumentali¬ 
ties  with  which  wars  are  actually  waged, 
the  weapon  forged  by  Congress  when  it 
wrote  into  law  the  Lend-Lease  Act  has 
exceeded  all  the  others  in  its  deadly 
effectiveness  and  has  been,  and  is  today, 
the  greatest  contributing  factor  to  our 
certain  victory. 

On  that  March  day  4  years  ago  when 
the  Congress  first  passed  the  act  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  defense  of  the  United  States, 
to  which  there  was  almost  immediately 
given  the  shorter,  though  less  accurately 
descriptive  title  of  “lend-lease,”  our 
country  was  not  at  war.  Coming  events, 
however,  were  certainly  casting  their 
shadows — very  dark  and  forbidding 
shadows — evidencing  an  ominous  threat 
to  our  security. 

This  threat  was  not  from  one  country 
nor  one  continent  alone.  In  Europe  the 
great  war  machine  of  a  Nazi  regime,  that 
had  been  in  the  building  for  20  years 
with  a  singleness  of  sinister  purpose  un- 
paralled  in  history,  had  already  rolled 
across  the  greater  part  of  the  continent 
and  was  moving  onward  with  resistless 
force.  So  closely  associated  with  the 
Nazi  organization  as  to  be  an  actual  part 
of  the  machine  and  a  contributor  to  its 
might,  was  Mussolini’s  new  Roman  Em¬ 
pire,  sweeping  on  with  the  tide  of  con¬ 
quest  and  aggression.  At  this  same  time 
the  winds  blowing  toward  us  from  across 
the  Pacific  were  bringing  not  only 
whisperings  of  plot  and  counterplot  in 
the  land  of  Nippon,  but  were  also  bring¬ 
ing  rumors  of  evil  things  in  the  minds  of 
the  sons  of  the  Son  of  Heaven. 

It  was  then,  and  because  the  organized 
and  equipped  forces  of  evil  were  sweep¬ 
ing  steadily  onward,  overwhelming  free 
lands  and  free  peoples,  bringing  devasta¬ 
tion,  slavery,  and  death  to  the  weak  and 
helpless,  regarding  no  right  except  that 
of  might,  drenching  the  earth  with  the 
blood  of  the  helpless,  seeking  to  destroy 
all  freedom,  justice,  and  liberty,  endeav¬ 
oring  to  erase  from  the  world  the  last 
trace  of  democratic  government  and  to 
substitute  instead  the  dictatorship  of  a 


superman  born  of  a  self-styled  super 
race,  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  forged  and  put  into  immediate 
effect  the  weapon  known  as  lend-lease. 

By  this  act  our  national  legislative 
body  promised  every  endangered  and 
freedom-loving  nation  throughout  the 
world  our  aid  and  assistance  in  any  effort 
undertaken  to  halt  the  onward  march  of 
the  Axis  powers.  We  recognized  the  fact 
that  the  maintenance  of  the  sovereignty 
and  the  security  of  every  other  free  na¬ 
tion  in.  the  world  was  necessary  to  the 
defense  and  maintenance  of  the  security 
of  the  United  States.  We  recognized  the 
aims  and  the  purposes  of  the  Axis  powers. 
The  rapidly  moving  events  throughout 
the  eastern  world  as  well  as  upon  the 
continent  of  Europe  indicated  to  us  the 
grave  danger  of  procrastination  and  de¬ 
lay.  With  no  hesitancy  our  Government 
girded  itself  for  a  war  that  men  of  vi¬ 
sion  recognized  to  be  inevitable. 

Immediately  following  the  passage  of 
the  Lend-Lease  Act,  this  Nation  moved 
in  the  accomplishment  of  its  great  pur¬ 
pose.  What  followed  is  not  only  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  history,  but  it  is  a  record  of  accom¬ 
plishment  at  which  the  world  will  won¬ 
der  for  untold  generations  to  come. 
With  a  great,  free  people  aroused  to  the 
danger  and  to  the  necessity  of  action, 
there  was  presented  to  the  world  a  pic¬ 
ture  of  democracy  in  action.  The  con¬ 
struction  of  our  plants  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  materials  of  war,  the  mobilization 
of  our  mighty  army  of  workmen,  the 
conversion  of  our  factories  into  plants 
for  the  manufacture  of  munitions,  the 
instant  response  of  capital  and  labor  to 
the  demands  of  the  crisis,  the  rapid  and 
unprecedented  change  in  the  way  of  life 
of  a  peace-loving  nation  into  an  army  of 
defense  and  the  transformation  of  this 
lands  of  ours  from  a  land  of  peace  into  a 
great  arsenal  to  supply  the  entire  world 
with  the  weapons  necessary  to  save  that 
world  from  devastation  and  ruin,  has  all 
been  recorded  in  the  most  remarkable 
chapter  in  our  history. 

That  these  preparations,  inaugv  rated 
by  the  passage  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  in 
March  1941,  were  indeed  the  part  of  wis¬ 
dom  was  conclusively  shown  on  Decem¬ 
ber  7  of  that  same  year  when  the  treach¬ 
ery  of  the  Japanese  Nation  not  only 
drove  this  country  of  ours  into  conflict 
but  plunged  the  peoples  of  the  Far  East, 
and  indeed  the  entire  world,  into  a  total 
war. 

It  cannot  be  denied  that  if  we  were  in 
any  way  prepared  for  the  mighty  con¬ 
flict  in  which  we  were  suddenly  plunged 
on  that  December  day  in  1941,  we  owe 
that  preparatioh  to  our  lend-lease  policy. 
The  necessary  changes  we  had  been 
forced  to  make  in  our  national  economy 
by  reason  of  our  pledges  under  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  had  already  placed  us  in  posi¬ 
tion  to  meet  the  new  demands  made 
upon  our  production  capacity.  It  was 
only  necessary  for  us  to  enlarge  upon 
the  plans  we  had  already  made  and  to 
double  and  redouble  our  efforts  at  pro¬ 
duction  already  commenced.  As  we  look 
back  over  the  fateful  year  of  1941,  we 
tremble  at  the  thought  of  what  might 
have  happened  had  we  not  initiated  our 
efforts  at  the  production  of  war  mate¬ 
rials  immediately  after  the  passage  of 
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the  Lend-Lease  Act.  We  tremble  at  the 
thought  of  what  might  have  occurred 
had  we  suddenly  been  plunged  into  war 
in  the  unprepared  condition  in  which  we 
found  ourselves  at  the  beginning  of  that 
year.  Fortunate  it  was  indeed  that  when 
the  blow  finally  fell  in  December,  many 
of  our  plants  and  factories  all  over  the 
land  had  long  been  engaged  in  turning 
out  munitions  and  materials  necessary 
for  the  prosecution  of  the  war.  These 
materials  were  already  moving,  and  for 
some  time  had  been  moving,  in  a  steady 
stream  across  the  seas  to  aid  the  nations 
who  became  our  allies  in  the  gallant  and 
seemingly  hopeless  struggle  in  which 
they  were  engaged.  Finding  it  suddenly 
necessary  to  equip  our  own  armies  with 
the  instrumentalities  of  war,  we  were 
indeed  fortunate  to  have  the  factories 
and  plants  already  in  production.  Our 
indebtedness  to  our  lend-lease  policy  for 
this  fortunate  state  of  preparation  must 
indeed  be  recognized. 

It  is  not  necessary,  I  believe,  for  us  on 
this  occasion  to  attempt  any  detailed 
statement  of  the  accomplishments  of 
lend-lease  during  the  past  4  years,  but 
that  it  has  been  an  effective  instrumen¬ 
tality  in  the  winnin^bf  a  victory  for  the 
United  Nations  cannot  be  disputed. 
Those  splendid  men  who  have  been  in 
charge  of  the  administration  of  lend- 
lease  during  this  time  have  constantly 
and  fully  reported  their  every  act  to  this 
Congress.  These- reports,  with  their  ex¬ 
tensive  information,  are  available  to 
every  Member  of  the  Congress  and  their 
examination  will  enable  any  inquiring 
person  to  find  where  every  item  of  ma¬ 
terial  has  gone  and  where  every  dollar 
has  been  expended.  These  reports  will, 
I  believe,  clearly  indicate  that  the  lend- 
lease  supplies  furnished  to  our  Russian 
ally  enabled  that  stricken  country  to  re¬ 
cover  from  its  disaster,  to  turn  upon  the 
Nazi  foe  and  to  drive  him  back  over  the 
Russian  lands  he  had  devastated  and 
dispoiled  and  to  follow  Mm  to  his  lair 
across  his  own  border.  That  lend-lease 
has  been  of  equal  if  not  greater  aid  to 
Great  Britain  is  also  a  matter  beyond 
question  or  dispute. 

Its  operations  in  the  Middle  East  and 
the  Mediterranean  area  has  been  proven 
to  have  been  effective  by  attained  re¬ 
sults.  It  was  lend-lease  that  made  it 
possible,  after  our  landing  in  Normandy, 
for  the  underground  army  of  the  French 
to  come  out  of  their  holes  and  coverts 
bearing  arms  and  ready  to  join  in  the 
fight.  The  story  of  lend-lease  accom¬ 
plishments  in  Czechoslovakia  and  Yugo¬ 
slavia  is  not  yet  complete,  but  we  do 
know  that  it  will  be  an  epic  when  pub¬ 
lished  to  the  world. 

It  would  serve  no  useful  purpose  to 
further  detail  the  accomplishments  of 
this  policy  of  mutual  aid  inaugurated  by 
the  passage  of  this  act  and  pursued  un¬ 
der  successive  extensions.  Reciprocal  or 
reverse  lend-lease  has  been  a  feature  of 
the  act  in  operation  that  has  been  of  tre¬ 
mendous  importance  to  the  war  effort  of 
the  Allies  in  all  theaters  of  action.  Evi¬ 
dence  before  our  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  has  failed  to  disclose  a  single  case 
where  supplies  available  to  any  of  our 
allies  and  needed  by  our  forces  have 


failed  of  delivery  to  us  on  request  under 
reciprocal  lend-lease. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  that  further  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  resolution  for  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  lend-lease  for  another  year  is  en¬ 
tirely  unnecessary.  The  extension  of 
this  act  and  a  continuation  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  is,  I  am  fully  convinced,  necessary 
to  an  early  and  a  complete  victory. 
Lend-lease  has  already  carried  us  far 
toward  our  goal — a  goal  that  I  believe 
will  be  reached  with  this,  the  third  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  act.  Your  committee  is  for 
this  measure,  your  fighting  forces  are  for 
it,  the  American  people  approve  it.  Let 
us  pass  the  measure  today  and  speed  the 
ending  of  the  terrible  conflict  in  which 
we  are  now  engaged. 

Mr-  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  amendment  which 
is  at  the  Clerks  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Buffett:  On 
page  1,  line  8,  of  the  committee  amendment, 
after  the  words  “reconstruction”,  insert  “or 
other  purposes.” 

(Mr.  BUFFETT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is 
on  page  2,  line  13,  of  the  complete  bill. 
I  understand  from  the  Parliamentarian 
that  the  proper  designation  is  page  1,  line 
8.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  read  for  the 
information  of  the  Committee  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  this  particular  part  of  the  bill  as 
it  would  read: 

Provided,  however.  That  nothing  in  section 
3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  .authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabili¬ 
tation,  post-war  reconstruction,  or  other 
purposes,  except — 

And  then  the  bill  would  go  on  from 
there. 

I  rise  to  offer  an  amendment  to  this 
bill  with  considerable  hesitation  because 
I  do  not  pose  as  an  expert  on  foreign 
affairs.  But  I  think  there  is  one  thing 
the  House  should  have  learned  in  the 
last  few  years,  and  that  is  it  should  spell 
out  its  purposes  in  legislation.  A  few 
moments  ago  I  asked  a  member  of  the 
committee  whether  this  would  bar  the 
President  from  arranging  for  an  oil  re¬ 
finery  in  China.  He  said,  ‘‘Oh,  yes,  it 
would,  because  that  would  be  post-war 
rehabilitation.” 

Webster’s  Dictionary  defines  “rehabil¬ 
itate”  as  meaning  “to  restore  something 
to  its  previous  condition.”  Therefore,  an 
oil  refinery  would  not  come  under  this 
act.  There  are  many  other  types  of  ex¬ 
penditure  that  would  not  be  banned  un¬ 
der  this  amendment  as  it  is  now  writ¬ 
ten.  I  think  this  Committee  should  write 
this  bill  in  clear  terms  and  spell  out  the 
intention  of  Congress.  Post-war  relief, 
post-war  rehabilitation,  and  post-war 
construction  are  subject  to  various  in¬ 
terpretations.  They  do  not  cover  the 
field  of  possible  activity.  It  is  only  by 
adding  a  clause  that  will  cover  the  field 
that  the  amendment  will  stop  lend-lease 
with  the  end  of  the  war.  I  hope  that 
this  Committee  will  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  strengthen  the  bill  so  that  Con¬ 
gress  will  be  limiting  lend-lease  to  the 
war  period.  Unless  we  do  so,  this  so- 
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called  Republican  amendment  is  not 
much  more  than  a  pious  hope. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

The  insertion  by  the  gentleman  of  the 
words  “or  other  purposes”  would  prohibit 
any  further  contracts  or  agreements 
under  lend-lease  whatsoever.  That  is,  if 
it  is  for  post-war  relief  or  post-war  re¬ 
habilitation  or  post-war  reconstruction, 
or  for  any  other  purpose  it  would  bar 
war  contracts.  I  know  the  gentleman 
does  not  intend  his  amendment  to  have 
that  effect.  May  I  say  I  had  considerable 
to  do  with  the  drafting  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  I  spent  hours  in  consultation  with 
the  able  counsel  for  Mr.  Crowley  in  the 
F.  E.  A.,  Mr.  Davidson.  We  thought  over 
and  argued  over  each  and  every  word  of 
the  amendment  The  words  used,  “post¬ 
war  relief,  rehabilitation,  and' reconstruc¬ 
tion”  are  words  used  in  various  statutes 
and  documents  and  clearly  define  the 
class  of  contracts  which  the  Congress 
does  not  want  to  have  lend-lease  enter 
into.  The  statement  from  our  commit¬ 
tee,  the  speeches  here  today,  show  what 
is  intended  by  our  committee. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  is  not  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  to  bar  specifi¬ 
cally  military  contracts  and  agreements 
which  are  the  very  purpose  of  lend-lease. 
So  that  not  only  does  the  proposed 
amendment  completely  stop  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  lend-lease  agreements  of  any  kind 
for  any  purpose,  but  I  know  of  no  way  to 
doctor  up  this  amendment  to  express  any 
more  accurately  or  precisely  than  the 
words  already  used  the  purpose  which 
the  Congress  has  in  mind  and  which  the 
minority  had  in  mind  when  they  filed 
their  minority  report. 

Mr.  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield. 

Mr  LUTHER  A.  JOHNSON.  I  want  to 
endorse  what  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
has  said  with  reference  to  the  fact  that 
the  amendment,  if  adopted,  would  nullify 
the  bill  entirely.  Furthermore,  to  say 
what  the  gentleman  has  said  is  correct, 
that  the  language  of  this  amendment  has 
been  considered  word  by  word,  syllable 
by  syllable,  and  sentence  by  sentence,  and 
it  underwent  the  searching  scrutiny  of 
the  entire  committee  and  the  experts  of 
whom  the  gentleman  speaks.  I  think  it 
meets  the  will  of  the  unanimous  consent 
of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  and  I 
do  not  believe  it  could  be  improved  upon. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  may  be  over¬ 
anxious,  but  the  minority  having  origin¬ 
ally  suggested  this,  and  the  majority  hav¬ 
ing  adopted  it,  I  am  most  anxious  that  it 
be  adopted  in  the  form  which  was  given 
such  careful  scrutiny  by  both  sides  of 
our  committee.  I  hope  we  will  vote  on 
the  original  amendment  very  promptly. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  We  have  held  hearings 
for  a  month  on  this  legislation  and  this 
amendment.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio 
and  other  gentlemen  have  spent  hours 
in  consultation  and  conference,  trying 
to  get  some  kind  of  an  amendment  that 
would  be  satisfactory  to  all  cocerned. 
It  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  an 
amendment  such  as  that  offered  by  the 
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gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Buffett] 
should  destroy  the  entire  lend-lease  leg¬ 
islation,  practically.  This  amendment 
which  is  now  before  us  is  an  amendment 
that  has  been  considered  by  all  the  Mem¬ 
bers,  and  I  hope  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment  is  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CURTIS,  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  I  think'  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Buffett]  intends  to 
say  “other  post-war  purposes,”  which 
broadens  the  language  already  used  in 
the  amendment.  It  seems  to  me  the 
committee  ought  to  permit  him  by  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  modify  his  amendment 
and  that  they  should  then  accept  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys]  has 
expired. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  answer  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  Major  Bulwinkle,  about  the 
Jap  threat  to  Alaska,  the  Aleutians,  and 
Kiska.  I  may  say  there  might  have  been 
some  plausible  reason  for  the  Canol  proj¬ 
ect  at  that  particular  time,  but  after  that 
threat  was  removed  and  there  was  no 
further  need  for  this  project  further  ex¬ 
penditure  and  the  development  of  a  pipe 
line  or  a  refinery  up  in  the  Canadian 
wilderness,  we  should  have  cut  it  out, 
written  off  our  losses,  called  it  a  day,  and 
brought  back  the  thousands  of  troops 
and  civilians,  brought  back  the  material 
and  equipment,  and  saved  the  American 
taxpayers  many  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  decline  to  yield  at  this 
time. 

Several  months  ago  I  personally  went 
to  the  War  Department  and  as  I  had  been 
advised  that  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  were  the 
ones  who  approved  the  project,  and  ini¬ 
tiated  the  construction  of  a  refinery,  pipe 
line,  highways,  waterways,  roads,  air¬ 
fields,  and  the  development  of  the  oil 
fields  suggested  the  entire  project  be 
dropped.  I  said  to  the  Acting  Chief 
of  Staff,  “Now  that  the  threat  is  removed 
and  there  is  approximately  $20,000,000,- 
000  unexpended,  why  not  call  it  a  day, 
bring  back  the  thousands  of  troops  and 
civilians  who  were  up  there  at  that  time 
because  of  the  fact  we  have  a  manpower 
shortage  and  we  have  a  material  short¬ 
age,  and  we  will  feel  that  good  judgment 
in  the  matter  is  being  used.”  I  said  to 
him  that  we  felt  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Chiefs  of  Staff  to  fight  the  war  and  let 
the  oil  production  to  those  who  knew  the 
business. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Not  at  this  point. 

I  told  him  that  if  a  group  of  oil  men 
were  to  come  in  with  a  plan  for  fighting 
the  war  and  lay  it  on  the  desk  of  the 
Chief  of  Staff  they  would  be  told  to  stay 
in  the  oil  business  and  let  the  military 
men  fight  the  war.  So  I  felt  that  we  in 
the  oil  business  should  be  considered  as 
knowing  something  about  the  oil  busi¬ 
ness,  and  therefore  they  were  intruding 
on  territory  that  belonged  to  the  petro¬ 
leum  life  of  the  Nation — that  therefore 
they  should  have  gotten  out  and  saved 


the  American  taxpayers  lots  of  money. 
But  no.  They  are  still  going  on;  they 
are  spending  approximately  a  million 
dollars  a  month,  even  though  the  proj¬ 
ect  is  to  be  discontinued,  and  they  have 
several  hundred  technical  men  of  the 
petroleum  industry  who  could  be  used 
back  home — also  much  greatly  needed  oil 
equipment  could  be  returned.  The  only 
reason  I  am  bringing  this  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  is  that  projects  like 
this  will  not  be  carried  on  under  any 
lend-lease  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  modify  my  amend¬ 
ment  changing  it  from  “or  other  pur¬ 
poses”  to  read  “other  post-war  pur¬ 
poses.” 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
reserving  the  right  to  object,  I  merely 
want  to  say,  in  order  not  to  take  more 
time  than  necessary,  that  about  the 
same  arguments  I  made  before  might  - 
apply  to  an  amendment  which  would  be 
applicable  to  all  post-war  purposes. 
This  new  form  would  bar  military  agree¬ 
ments  during  the  post-war  period. 
While  I  do  not  object  to  changing  the 
amendment  I  still  think  it  open  to  sub¬ 
stantially  the  same  criticisms  in  its 
new  form. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  agree  with 
what  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  says.  I 
do  not  think  we  should  have  than  lan¬ 
guage  in  the  amendment.  It  would 
have  practically  the  same  effect  as  the 
amendment  before  modification. 

Does  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  think 
this  in  any  way  hampers  the  execution 
of  this  lend-lease  bill?  As  I  understood 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  he  said  it 
would  have  practically  the  same  effect. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  It  obviously 
would  not  have  the  wartime  effect  but 
it  might  have  an  effect  upon  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  lend-lease  which  is  not  in¬ 
tended;  and  while  I  do  not  object  to 
the  change,  and  while  I  believe  that  if 
the  gentleman  wants  it -that  way,  we 
might  as  well  modify  it  the  way  he  wants 
to,  yet  without  repeating  what  I  have 
said,  it  is  subject  to  the  same  objections 
against  attempting  to  modify  an  amend¬ 
ment  that  received  a  great  deal  of  at¬ 
tention  in  the  committee  and  has  been 
presented  as  an  agreed-upon  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  the  gentleman 
does  not 'need  to  say  that  he  does  not 
object  to  the  modification  suggested  to 
the  gentleman’s  amendment;  we  object 
to  the  amendment  as  originally  offered 
and  to  the  modification. 

Mr.  VORYS  of  Ohio.  That  is  right. 

Mi'.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BLOOM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  As  I  understand, 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  has  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  consent  request;  and  I  hope 
it  is  approved.  The  gentleman,  how¬ 
ever,  is  opposed  to  the  original  amend¬ 
ment.  ' 

Mr.  BLOOM.  The  whole  thing. 

Mr.  McCORMACK. ,  So  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  be  permitted  to  modify 
his  amendment. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  asks  unanimous  consent 
to  modify  his  amendment  to  read  “or 
other  post-war  purposes.” 

Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  recurs 
on  the  committee  amendment. 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rich:  Insert 
a  new  section,  as  follows: 

“Subsection  (b)  to  section  3  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  period  after  the  word 
‘Procedure’  and  insert  the  following:  'Pro¬ 
vided  however,  That  no  final  settlement  shall 
he  made  by  the  President  until  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  such  settlement  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  and  shall  have  been  approved  by  the 
Congress:  Provided,  however,  That  all  duties 
and  obligations  heretofore  lawfully  created 
and  arising  out  of  or  in  connection  with  all 
existing  contracts  or  agreements  shall  in  no 
manner  whatsoever  be  impaired  or  vitiated 
by  this  act.’  ” 

Mr.  RICH.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the 
same  amendment  that  was  offered  by  Mr. 
Schiffler,  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  at  that  time  a  year  ago.  I 
believe  it  is  a  wise  thing  to  have  this 
amendment  as  part  of  the  pending  bill. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  Congress  and 
the  President  jointly  should  approve  the 
consummation  of  these  contracts  with 
foreign  countries  and  not  leave  it  up  to 
the  President  entirely. 

I  also  call  the  attention  of  my  col¬ 
league  from  Pennsylvania  who  was  very 
much  shocked  awhile  ago  at  the  state¬ 
ments  I  made  that  represents  some  peo¬ 
ple  in  Pennsylvania  who  are  followers  of 
Mr.  Roosevelt,  and  do  everything  he 
wants  done,  whereas  I  represent  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  those  people  who  are  oppos' 
to  the  Roosevelt  philosophy.  I  will  give 
the  gentleman  the  reasons  why  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  him. 

Let  me  read  from  a  letter  written  to 
Samuel  B.  Hill  on  July  5,  1935,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Guffey  coal  bill,  and 
this  is  what  the  President  said  at  that 
time: 

Manifestly,  no  one  is  in  a  position  to  give 
assurance  tbat  the  proposed  act  will  with¬ 
stand  constitutional  tests,  for  the  simple  fact 
that  you  can  get  not  10  but  1,000  legal  opin¬ 
ions  on  the  subject.  But  the  situation  is  so 
urgent  and  the  benefits  of  the  legislation 
so  evident  that  all  doubts  should  be  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  bill,  leaving  to  the  courts, 
in  an  orderly  fashion,  the  ultimate  question 
of  constitutionality.  A  decision  by  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  relative  to  this  measure  would 
be  helpful  as  indicating  with  increasing  clar¬ 
ity,  the  constitutional  limits  within  which 
this  Government  must  operate.  The  pro¬ 
posed  bill  has  been  carefully  drafted  by  em¬ 
ployers  and  employees  working  cooperatively. 
An  opportunity  should  be  given  to  the  in¬ 
dustry  to  attempt  to  work  out  some  of  its 
major  problems.  I  hope  your  committee  will 
not  permit  doubts  as  to  constitutionality, 
however  reasonable,  to  block  the  suggested 
legislation. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  access  to  the  best  legal 
talent  in  this  country  of  ours  and  he  can 
determine  the  legality  of  any  bill  which 
he  wants  to  have  passed.  Pie  should  do 
that  before  he  suggests  that  the  Congress 
pass  a  bill  and  then  leave  it  up  to  the 
courts  to  determine  the  constitutionality. 

As  I  said  awhile  ago  it  is  on  account 
of  the  things  he  has  said  and  the  things 
that  he  has  done  that  I  oppose  him.  I 
do  not  oppose  the  man  himself,  but  the 
things  he  has  done.  The  promises  he  has 
made  and  the  ones  he  has  repudiated. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  propose  to  vote 
for  the  present  bill  unless  the  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  offered  is  agreed  to  whereby 
we  permit  the  Congress  to  approve  the 
contracts  which  we  are  now  about  to 
consummate  in  the  extension  of  the 
Lend-Lease  Act.  We  should  now  make 
some  arrangements  with  these  nations 
in  order  that  the  interests  of  the  United 
States  will  be  properly  looked  after. 

I  hope  the  amendment  I  have  offered 
will  be  adopted.  When  the  boys  come 
home  they  will  want  to  know  the  how, 
when,  and  why  of  lease-lend  and  the 
power  you  gave  the  Pres’dent. 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvaia  has  said,  this  matter  was 
presented  to  the  House  a  year  ago  when 
we  had  the  extension  of  this  act  up  at 
that  time.  The  amendment  applies  to 
the  agreements,  so-called,  which  will  be 
made  and  must  be  made  in  what  might 
be  termed  the  clean-up  period.  When 
that  time  comes  there  will  be  littered 
over  a  wide  portion  on  the  face  of  the 
earth  an  infinite  variety  of  utensils  and 
materiel,  to  all  of  which  we  will  have  title. 
Remember  w%  retain  title  to  all  airplanes 
we  sent  to  Russia  or  to  any  other  of  our 
allies,  to  every  machine  tool  or  tank,  to 
every  truck,  to  every  article  of  equipment. 
The  list  is  legion.  When  the  shooting 
stops  it  will  be  lined  up  at  the  roadsides, 
and  in  the  rivers  and  creeks;  some  of  it 
utterly  worthless,  worn  out,  good  for 
nothing  but  junk.  Others  will  be  par¬ 
tially  worn  out.  A  few  will  still  be  good 
for  use  in  the  military  service.  These 
things  are  not  expendable  like  food  and 
gun  powder. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Not  at  this  mo¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  WHITE.  What  about  ships? 

Mr.  WADSWORTH.  Ships  are  not  in 
this  category.  Ships  are  only  chartered. 
The  ship  agreement  is  not  covered  in  this 
bill  at  all.  It  is  separate  and  distinct 
and  has  nothing  to  do  with  lend-lease. 

Mr.  Chairman,  can  you  visualize  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  trying  to 
pass  judgment  on  every  single  agree¬ 
ment  for  the  picking  up  of  all  this  junk 
and  disposing  of  it?  How  could  we  ever 
find  time?  There  are  literally  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  articles.  Would  we  send 
special  committees  traveling  to  India  and 
Persia  and  China,  to  say  nothing  of 
Europe  and  north  Africa  and  the  Middle 
East?  To  check  up  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  agreement  proposed  to  be  entered 
into  for  the  disposition  of  this  property 


should  arise,  it  would  be  a  job  far  beyond 
the  ability  of  the  Congress.  We  simply 
do  not  have  the  time  or  the  facilities  for 
doing  such  a  thing.  I  do  not  visualize 
the  President  of  the  United  States  doing 
it  either.  It  will  have  to  be  done  in  the 
best  way  possible  by  those  representa¬ 
tives  of  ours  who  have  administered  the 
lend-lease  program  in  the  several  coun¬ 
tries.  For  example,  in  Moscow,  Russia, 
we  have  a  very  important  mission  there 
headed  by  military  people  who  know 
down  to  the  last  details  just  what  we 
turned  over  to  Russia,  where  it  is,  and 
when  the  war  is  over  they  will  know 
what  kind  of  condition  it  is  in  and 
whether  it  can  be  sold  for  anything  at 
all  or  whether  some  of  it  might  better 
be  shipped  back  to  the  United  States. 
The  same  thing  is  true  in  Great  Britain. 
Tire  same  thing  is  true  in  Australia  and 
in  India,  and  it  will  be  true  in  China. 

It  strikes  me  from  the  practical  stand¬ 
point  that  the  men  who  have  been  on 
the  ground  all  the  time  must  be  trusted 
to  make  these  agreements  for  the  salvag¬ 
ing,  if  there  is  any  salvaging  of  all  this 
property.  To  put  such  a  burden  on  the 
Congress  is  to  put  a  burden  on  them 
which  is  impossible  to  bear.  The  3-year 
clean-up  period,  Mr.  Chairman,  would 
not  be  enough  under  such  circumstances. 

Mr.  VURSELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  taken  little  or 
no  time  of  the  House  on  this  matter, 
and  I  hesitate  to  do  so  now.  But  I  was 
intrigued  by  the  words  of  the  last  speak¬ 
er,  who  said  such  lend-lease  participa¬ 
tion  would  place  such  a 'tremendous  bur¬ 
den  on  the  Congress.  The  people  of  this 
country  think  that  the  Congress  has 
already  cast  too  much  of  its  burden  on 
the  Chief  Executive.  They  want  Con¬ 
gress  to  regain  its  power  rather  than  to 
delegate  more  to  the  executive  branch. 

I  am  not  thoroughly  in  accord  with 
the  amendment,  but  I  think  the  purpose 
of  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Rich],  as 
I  understand,  does  not  direct  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  go  into  all  of  the  meticulous 
work  of  accounting  with  reference  to  all 
of  the  different  pieces  of  salvage,  but 
just  in  the  event  that  there  might  be  a 
billion  dollars  worth  of  food  and  oil  and 
gasoline,  and  so  forth,  in  France  at  the 
end  of  this  war,  that  possibly  we  should 
not  give  that  away  through  the  Execu¬ 
tive  or  some  of  the  people  he  has  over 
there  representing  him — or  should  I  say 
us?  There  was  something  like  $2,000,- 
000,000  worth  left  at  the  end  of  the  last 
war.  There  will  be  billions  in  American 
supplies — our  property.  Congress,  in  the 
last  analysis,  should  be  allowed  to  join 
with  the  President  in  its  distribution. 
I  think  the  purpose  of  the  amendment 
is  to  throw  some  safeguard  around  the 
final  settling  up  of  this  matter.  It  is  a 
matter  of  approval. 

I  remember  a  year  or  so  ago,  when  we 
were  debating  this,  there  was  a  very 
strong  vote  that,  in  the  last  analysis, 
approval  of  the  disposition  of  what  be¬ 
longed  to  the  United  States  that  was 
overseas  the  Congress  was  to  be  taken 
into  account,  but  we  were  defeated  in 
that. 

I  think  the  division  of  opinion  in  this 
Congress  on  this  bill  and  some  other 
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bills  is  that  there  are  some  of  us  who  are 
a  little  more  economy  minded.  The 
question  is,  Shall  we  give  and  give  of 
our  manpower  as  we  have,  spend  and 
spend  as  we  have,  and  give  of  the  natu¬ 
ral  resources  of  this  country  toward  win¬ 
ning  the  war  or  in  the  defense  of  this 
country,  as  has  been  stated  in  the  debate 
here  today?  Shall  we  continue  such  a 
policy  to  the  point  that  we  will  have 
sold  out  the  opportunity  of  the  men  who 
are  fortunate  enough  to  come  back  after 
this  war  is  over,  and  have  we  properly 
represented  our  constituents? 

It  has  been  said  in  the  debate  that  this 
country  does  business  in  a  big  way.  I 
think  we  have  probably  been  over- 
benevolent  ever  since  we  went  into  this 
war.  I  think  that  when  we  were  called 
upon  the  other  day  to  raise  the  national 
debt  limit  of  this  country  to  $300,030,- 
000,000,  that  is  proof  that  we  have  done 
a  very  large  part,  maybe  done  more  than 
our  part,  maybe  done  more  than  we 
should  have  done  to  win  this  war.  We 
all  want  t.0  win  it  as  quickly  as  possible, 
but  we  should  like  to  win  it  in  such  a  way 
as  to  preserve  the  most  we  can  for  this 
country  and  for  the  opportunity  of  the 
fighting  men  when  they  come  back  and 
for  the  people  of  this  country  who  are 
living  here  now  and  buying  bonds  and 
paying  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

Have  we,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  become  so  benevolent  that  we 
have  lost  sight  of  the  interests  of  the 
people  we  represent?  The  question  that 
comes  to  my  mind  day  after  day  as  I  sit 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  is,  Are  we 
properly  safeguarding  the  interests  of 
our  people,  the  people  who  have  hired 
and  elected  us  to  come  here  to  represent 
them? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Clark,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  United  States,  approved 
March  11,  1941,  as  amended,  pursuant  to 
House  Resolution  178,  reported  the  bill 
back  to  the  House  with  an  amendment 
adopted  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  demand 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 


2188  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  March  13 


The  question  was  taken:  and  there 
were — yeas  354,  nays  28,  not  voting  50, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  38] 

YEAS— 354 


Abernethy 

Doyle 

Kee 

Adams 

Drewry 

Keefe 

Allen,  Ill. 

Durham 

Kefauver 

Allen,  La. 

Earthman 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Andersen, 

Eberharter 

Kelly,  HI. 

H.  Carl 

Elliott 

Keogh 

Anderson, 

Ellsworth 

Kerr 

N.  Mex. 

Elsaesser 

Kilburn 

Andresen, 

Elston 

Kilday 

*  August  H. 

Engel,  Mich. 

King 

Andrews,  Ala. 

Engle,  Calif. 

Kinzer 

Andrews,  N.  Y. 

Ervin 

Kirwan 

Angell 

Fallon 

Kopplemann 

Arends 

Feighan 

Kunkel 

Arnold 

Fellows 

LaFollette 

Auchincloss 

Fenton 

Landis 

Bailey 

Fernandez 

Lane 

Baldwin,  Md. 

Fisher 

Larcade 

Baldwin,  N.  Y. 

Fiannagan 

Latham 

Barden 

Flood 

Lea 

Barrett,  Pa. 

Fogarty 

LeFevre 

Bates,  Ky. 

Folger 

Lemke 

Beall 

Forand 

Lesinski 

Beckworth 

Fulton 

Lewis 

Bell 

Gamble 

Link 

Bender 

Gathings 

Ludlow 

Bennet,  N.  Y. 

Gavin 

Lynch 

Bennett,  Mo. 

Gearhart 

McConnell 

Biemiller 

Geelan 

McCormack 

Bishop 

Gerlach 

McCowen 

Blackney 

Gibson 

McDonough 

Bland 

Gifford 

McGehee 

Bloom 

Gillespie 

McGlinchey 

Bolton 

Gillette 

McGregor 

Bonner 

Gillie 

McMillan,  S.  C. 

Boykin 

Goodwin 

McMillen,  Ill. 

Bradley,  Pa. 

Gordon 

Mahon 

Brehm 

Gore 

Maloney 

Brooks 

Gorski 

Manasco 

Brown,  Ga. 

Graham 

Mansfield, 

Brown,  Ohio 

Granahan 

Mont. 

Brumbaugh 

Granger 

Mansfield,  Tex. 

Bryson 

Grant,  Ala. 

Marcantonio 

Buck 

Grant,  Ind. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Buckley 

Green 

Martin,  Mass. 

Bui  winkle 

Gregory 

Mason 

Bunker 

Griffiths 

Merrow 

Burch 

Gross 

Michener 

Bur  gin 

Gwinn,  N.  Y. 

Miller,  Calif. 

Butler 

Gwynne,  Iowa 

Mills 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Hale 

Monroney 

Camp 

Hall 

Morrison 

Campbell 

Edwin  ArthurMundt 

Canfield 

Hall, 

Murdock 

Cannon,  Fla. 

Leonard  W. 

Murphy 

Cannon,  Mo. 

Halleck 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Carlson 

Hancock 

Murray,  Wis. 

Carnahan 

Hare 

Neely 

Case,  N.  J. 

Harless,  Arlz, 

Norrell 

Case,  S.  Dak. 

Harness,  Ind. 

Norton 

Celler 

Harris 

O’Brien.  HI. 

Chapman 

Hart 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

Chelf 

Hartley 

O’Neal 

Chenoweth 

Havenner 

Out!  and 

Chiperfield 

Hays 

Pace 

Church 

Healy 

Patman 

Clark 

Hebert 

Patterson 

Clements 

Hedrick 

Peterson,  Fla. 

Cochran 

Hefiernan 

Peterson,  Ga. 

Coffee 

Hendricks 

Phillips 

Cole,  Kans. 

Henry 

Pickett 

Cole,  Mo. 

Herter 

Pittenger 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Heselton 

Ploeser 

Colmer 

Hess 

Plumley 

Cooley 

Hill 

Poage 

Cooper 

Hinshaw 

Powers 

Corbett 

Hoch 

Price,  Fla. 

Courtney 

Hoeven 

Price,  HI. 

Cox 

Holifield 

Priest 

Cravens 

Holmes,  Mass. 

Quinn,  N.  Y. 

Crosser 

Holmes,  Wash. 

Rabaut 

Cunningham 

Hook 

Rabin 

Curtis 

Hope 

Rains 

D'Alesandro 

Horan 

Ramey 

Daughton,  Va. 

Howell 

Ramspeck 

Davis 

Huber 

Randolph 

De  Lacy 

Hull 

Rankin 

Delaney, 

Jackson 

Rayflel 

James  J. 

Jarman 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Delaney, 

Jenkins 

Reed,  Ill. 

John  J. 

Jensen 

Rees,  Kans. 

Dickstein 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Resa 

Dingell 

Johnson,  Ind. 

Richards 

Dolliver 

Johnson, 

Riley 

Domengeaux 

Luther  A. 

Rivers 

Dondero 

Johnson,  Okla. 

Robertson, 

Doughton,  N.  C.  Jonkman 

N.  Dak. 

Douglas,  Calif. 

Judd 

Robertson,  Va, 

Douglas,  Ill. 

Kean 

Rockwell 

Roagers,  Pa. 

Spence 

Voorhis,  Calif. 

Roe,  Md. 

Springer 

Vorys,  Ohio 

Roe,  N.  Y. 

Stefan 

Wadsworth 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Stevenson 

Walter 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Stiglet 

Wasielewski 

Rogers,  N.  Y. 

Stockman 

Weaver 

Rooney 

Sullivan 

Weichel 

Rowan 

Sumners,  Tex. 

Welch 

Russell 

Sundstrom 

Whitten 

Ryter 

Taber 

Whittington 

Sabath 

Talbot 

Wlckersham 

Sadowskl  ■ 

Talle 

Wiggles  worth 

Sasscer 

Tarver 

Wilson 

Savage 

Thom 

Winstead 

Schwabe,  Mo. 

Thomas,  N.  J. 

Wolcott 

Sharp 

Thomas,  Tex. 

Wolfenden,  Pa. 

Sheridan 

Thomason 

Wolverton,  N.  J. 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Tibbott 

Woodhouse 

Smith,  Va. 

Tolan 

Woodrum,  Va. 

Smith,  Wis. 

Torrens 

Woiley 

Snyder 

Towe 

Zimmerman 

“Somers,  N.  Y. 

Trimble 

Sparkman 

Vinson 

NAYS— 28 

Barrett,  Wyo. 

Knutson 

Shafer 

Bradley,  Mich. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Short 

Buffett 

O’Hara 

Smith,  Ohio 

Clevenger 

O  Kcnski 

Sumner,  Ill. 

Crawford 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Vursell 

Dworshak 

Rich 

White 

Ellis 

Rizley 

Winter 

Hoffman 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Woodruff,  Mich. 

Johnson,  Ill. 

Schwabe,  Okla. 

Jones 

Scrivner 

NOT  VOTING— 50 


Anderson,  Calif.  Heidinger 

Patrick 

Barry 

Hobbs 

Pfeifer 

Bates,  Mass. 

Izac 

Philbin 

Boren 

Jennings 

Powell 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Johnson, 

Robinson,  Utah 

Clason 

Lyndon  B. 

Sheppard 

Combs 

Kearney 

Sikes 

Curley 

Lanham 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Dawson 

LeCompte 

Slaughter 

Dirksen 

Luce 

Smith,  Maine 

Eaton 

Lyle 

Starkey 

Fuller 

McKenzie 

Stewart 

Gallagher 

Madden 

Taylor 

Gardner 

Mav 

Traynor 

Gossett 

Morgan 

Weiss 

Hagen 

Mott 

West 

Hand 

O’Toole 

Wood 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs: 

General  pairs : 

Mr.  Hobbs  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Sheppard  with  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine., 

Mr.  Barry  with  Mr.  Clason. 

Mr.  Madden  with  Mrs.  Luce. 

Mr.  Curley  with  Mr.  Hagen. 

Mr.  Pfeifer  with  Mr.  Dirksen. 

Mr.  Lanham  with  Mr.  Anderson  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  '  . 

Mr.  May  with  Mr.  LeCompte. 

Mr.  Philbin  with  Mr.  Eaton. 

Mr.  O’Toole  with  Mr.  Jennings. 

Mr.  Slaughter  with  Mr.  Fuller. 

Mr.  McKenzie  with  Mr.  Kearney. 

Mr.  Powell  with  Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  Weiss  with  Mr.  Byrnes  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Izac  with  Mr.  Heidinger. 

Mr.  Johnson  of  Illinois  changed  his 
vote  from  “yea”  to  “nay.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  BLOOM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
have  5  legislative  days  in  which  to  ex¬ 
tend  their  remarks  on  the  bill  just 
passed. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  House  Resolution  175  and  House  Res¬ 
olution  178  both  made  in  order  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  H.  R,  2013,  which 


has  just  been  passed.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  House  Resolution  175  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

POLISH  CONSTITUTION  DAY 

ir.  DINGELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  inj 
stitbtion  by  the  House  3  years  ago 
theJpustom  of  observing  Polish  Consti¬ 
tution  Day  calls  for  a  similar  observance 
on  Wednesday,  May  3,  of  this  year.  I, 
therefore,  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
1  hour  be  set  aside  on  that  day  for  fhat 
purpose,  to  be  controlled  by  me  or  to 
be  allotted  to  Members  on  both  sieves  of 
the  aisf^.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from- Mich¬ 
igan?  / 

There  was  no  objection. 

COMMITTEE  ON  LABOR; 

Mr.  JOHN  J.  DELANEY,  /rom  the 
Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  follow¬ 
ing  privileged  resolution  (H„  Res.  45), 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calen¬ 
dar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Labor, 
acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee  or  sub¬ 
committees  appointed  by  the  chairman  of 
said  committee,  is  authorized,  and  directed 
(1)  to  conduct  thorough  studies  and  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  extent  and  character  of  aid 
now  given  by  the  Federal,  State,  and  local 
governments  and  private  agencies  to  the 
physically  handicapped,  (2)  to  study  and  in¬ 
vestigate  the  diffusion  ■  Within  the  United 
States  of  such  aid  to  the  physically  handi¬ 
capped,  (3)  employment  opportunities  for 
the  physically  handicapped,  and  all  other 
questions  in  relation  thereto  which  would 
aid  the  Congress  in  any  necessary  remedial 
legislation. 

The  said  committee  qr  any  subcommittee  is 
authorized  to  obtain  and  use  for  statistical 
purposes  only  confidential^information  (1) 
from  the  record  of  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem,  (2)  records  from  the  War  Manpower 
Commission,  and  (3)  from  the  records  of  the 
Bureau  of  the  Census  subject  to  the  restric¬ 
tions  of  Forty-sixth  Statutes  at  Lai  e,  page 
25,  section  11  (U.  S.  C.  13:  211). 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  the  said 
committee  or  any  subcommittee  thereof  is 
hereby  authorized  to  sit  and  act  during  the 
present  Congress  at  suoh  times  and  places 
within  the  United  States,  whether  the  House 
is  in  session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned, 
to  hold  hearings,  to  require  the  attendance 
of  such  witnesses,  and  the  production  of  such 
books  or  papers  or  documents  or  vouchers  by 
subpena  or  otherwise,  and  to  take  such  tes¬ 
timony  and  records  as  it  deems  necessary. 
Subpenas  may  be  issued  over  the  signature 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  subcom¬ 
mittee,  or  by  any  person  designated  by  him, 
and  shall  be  served  by  such  person  or  per¬ 
sons  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee  or 
subcommittee  may  designate.  The  chairman 
of  the  committee  or  subcommittee,  or  any 
member  thereof,  may  administer  oaths  to 
witnesses. 

That  the  said  committee  shall  report  to 
the  House  (or  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  il 
the. House  is  not  in  session)  during  the  pres¬ 
ent  Congress  the  results  of  their  studies,  in¬ 
quiries,  and  investigations  with  such  recom¬ 
mendations  for  legislation  or  otherwise  as  the 
committee  deems  desirable. 

INVESTIGATION  BY  COMMITTEE  ON 

NAVAL  AFFAIRS  OF  PROGRESS  OF  THE 

WAR  EFFORT 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  submitted  the  following  privileged 
resolution  (H.  Res.  154,  Rept.  No.  332) 
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emarks  in  the  Record  and  include 
article  from  the  Tulsa  Tribune  of  Mas 
8,  t$45. 

SCHWABE  of  Oklahoma  afcked 
given  permission  to  exteiad  his 
remarks  in  the  Appendix  and  include  a 
letter  ff'pm  T.  H.  Hammett,  date/  March 
8,  1S45. 

Mr.  WOODRUFF  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  giyen  permission  to' revise  and 
extend  the  remarks  he  mgfde  in  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the\Whole  and  tj 6  include  cer¬ 
tain  excerpts.  \ 

Mr.  SHAFER  asked  And  was  given 
permission  to  exl^nd  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  /adio  broadcast. 

Mr.  WEICHEL  asjted  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  with  reference  to  the  lend-lease 
bill.  / 

Mr.  GOODWIN  asked,  and  was  given 
permisison  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  resolutions  recently  passed  by 
the  Legislature  of  Massachusetts  on  the 
hay  situation.  \ 

Mr.  O’K0NSKI  asked  and  was  given 
permisisop  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in 
the  Recqrd. 

Mr.  l^URRAY  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  gi#en  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
mark^  and  include  a  letter  from  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  \ 

Mr.  HOPE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
^Record  and  include  a  letter. 


LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  others  who  have  spe¬ 
cial  orders,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  one-half  minute. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Idaho? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  did  not 
vote  for  the  legislation  which  passed  the 
House  just  now,  the  lend-lease  bill.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  principles  embodied  in 
this  form  of  lend-lease  legislation. 
However,  I  am  in  favor  of  making  avail¬ 
able  to  our  allies  all  manufacturing  fa¬ 
cilities  in  this  country  and  unlimited 
credit.  I  am  opposed  to  and  voted 
against  the  lend-lease  bill  because  of  the 
give-away  principle  involved.  In  this 
war  we  are  carrying  the  heavy  end  and 
financing  this  war  up  to  the  hilt.  I  do 
not  feel  we  should  make  donations  of 
manufactured  products  to  the  people 
who  are  engaged  in  war  without  them 
being  obligated  to  repay  us  for  those 
supplies. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Idaho  has  expired. 


vHON.  J.  VAUGHAN  GARY,  REPRESENTA- 
nVE-ELECT  FROM  THE  STATE  OF 
VIRGINIA 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  followihg^  communication  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk: 

March  12,  1945. 
The  honorable  the  Speaker, 

House  of  ^Representatives. 

Sir  :  The  certificate  of  election  In  due  form 
of  law  of  Hon.  J.  Vaughan  Gary,  as  a  Rep¬ 
resentative-elect  to  the  Seventy-ninth  Con¬ 
gress  from  the  Third  Congressional  District 


of  the  State  of  Virginia,  to  fill  a  vacancy  liy 
that  district,  is  on  file  in  this  office. 

\  Very  truly  yours,  / 

\  South  Trimble,  / 

\Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives J 

MALADMINISTRATION  BY  O.  P.  A.  BLAMED 
FOR  MEAT  SHORTAGE  IN  NEW  ORLEANS 
AND  BATON  ROUGE,  WHICH  IS  IN  DES- 
FERtATE  SHAPE 

Mr.  ^MORRISON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  2  minutes. 

The  SPEAKER:  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Lou¬ 
isiana?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MORRISON.  Mr.  Speaker  and 
Members  bf  the  House,  the  meat  situa¬ 
tion  in  Baton  Rouge,  the  capitbl  of  Lou¬ 
isiana,  and  New  Orleans,  is  in  a  most 
critical  condition.  For  more  than  2 
weeks  the  situation  has  been  growing 
worse,  until  how  it  is  intolerable. 

The  entire  blame  for  this  is  placed  on 
the  O.  P.  A.,,  and  apparently  from  the 
blundering  and  confusion  the  situation 
is  growing  worse  hourly. 

The  two  meat-packing  plants  in  New 
Orleans  have  closed  and  the  slaughter¬ 
house  in  Baton  Rouge  is  operating  on 
such  a  limited  basis  that  little  relief  is 
in  sight  for  the  thousands  of  war  work¬ 
ers  at  the  capital  city.  Both  New  Or¬ 
leans  and  Baton  Rouge  are  vital  war- 
plant  areas,  and  .  thousands  of  people 
have  found  the  meat  markets  closed  and 
no  meat  for  days.  /  *■ 

According  to  the\  local  press  in  both 
cities,  the  entire  blame  is  placed  on  the 
chaotic  regulations  of  the  O.  P.  A. 

Harold  Hall,  of  the  O.  P.  A.  in  Dallas, 
Tex.,  came  to  New  Orleans  several  days 
ago  to  make  a  study:  of  the  situation, 
but  the  butchers  and  the  people  feel  that 
now  is  the  time  for  more  action  with  less 
study.  Frantic  appeals  have  ben  made 
to  Chester  Bowles,  O.  P.  A.  Administra¬ 
tor,  here  in  Washington  during  the  past 
week,  with  no  results. 

There  is  meat  in  the  pens  with  hun¬ 
dreds  of  head  of  live  catt|e  in  New  Or¬ 
leans  and  Baton  Rouge,  but  none  has 
reached  the  majority  of  the  butcher 
shops  and  meat  markets.  \ 

Fred  Dykhuizen  of  the  Louisiana  Meat 
Packers  and  Processors’  'Association 
blamed  O.  P.  A.  for  giving  control  of  the 
meat  industry  to  the  big  10  national  meat 
packers  by;so  fixing  the  regulations  that 
the  small  local  meat  packers  ' were  put 
out  of  business.  The  big  tert  packers 
cannot  and  will  not  take  care  of  the 
needs  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Dykhuizen  said  further: 

This  was  unquestionably  a  squeeze,  play  by 
the  big  meat  packers  to  eliminate  the  small 
slaughterers  throughout  the  country.'  I  saw 
this  situation  developing  more  than  2  weeks 
ago,  and  called  attention  to  the  O.  P,  A. 

Mayor  Robert  S.  Maestri,  of  New 
Orleans,  is  so  concerned  about  the  crit¬ 
ical  meat  situation  in  New  Orleans  that 
he  stated  to  the  press  that  he  would  be 
glad  to  go  to  Washington  to  do  anything 
possibly  to  relieve  the  situation. 

Officials  of  the  city  of  Baton  Rouge  are 
deeply  concerned  and  have  been  con¬ 
ferring  with  O.  P.  A.  officials  and  the 


various  groups  of  meat  producers  and 
m&rket  owners. 

if  Chester  Bowles  would  get  busy  and 
untangle  the  chaotic  mess  that  his  de¬ 
partments  have  placed  the  O.E-  A.  in, 
white  trying  to  aid  certain  interests,  in¬ 
stead  of  removing  Congressmen  from 
meetings  which  vitally  affect  their  con¬ 
stituents,  I  believe  that  the  people  of 
Baton  Rouge  and  New  Orleans  would 
have  a,n  adequate  meat  supply. 

The  cattle  are  there  on  the  hoof,  but 
apparently  the  O.  P.  A.  is  the  bottleneck 
that  kefeps  the  cattle  from  getting  into 
the  markets. 

Mr.  Bowles,  this  unnecessary  meat 
shortage  \is  in  your  lap.  It  is  time  for 
you  to  act  and  act  promptly. 

(Mr.  MORRISON  asked  and  was  given 
permission,  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Under 
the  previous,  order  of  the  House,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Jarman]  is 
recognized  for  10  minutes. 

PAl^- AMERICAN  DAY 

\ 

Mr.  JARMAJL  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  resolution  passed 
last  week  setting  aside  April  14,  which  is 
Saturday,  for  the  celebration  of  Pan- 
American  Day. 

April  14  wa$  designated  as  Pan- 
American  Day  in.  1930,  by  proclamations 
of  the  presidents  of  the  American  re¬ 
publics,  the  day  having  been  selected  be¬ 
cause  it  was  the  date  of  the  birth  of  the 
Pan-American  Union.  Since  that  time 
the  day  has  been  celebrated  in  various 
ways  in  the  American  countries.  In  some 
countries  it  is  celebrated  in  the  schools, 
in  some  in  the  parliaments,  and  in  others 
in  other  ways.  Last'year  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  of  Chile  indulged  in  a  very 
gala  celebration  to  which  the  president 
of  that  chamber  invited  two  Members 
of  each  American  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  or  Chambers  of  Deputies.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  [Mj\  Chiperfield] 
and  I  had  the  pleasure  anq  honor  of  rep¬ 
resenting  this  body  at  that  time.  As  was 
stated  here  several  weeks  ago,  on  the 
following  day  a  committee  was  formed 
consisting  of  the  chairmen  of  the  dele¬ 
gations  from  each  country  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  creating  and  continuing  the  spirit 
of  Pan-American  unity.  You  yill  recall 
that  the  idea  was  unanimously  ap¬ 
proved  by  this  body  several  weeks  ago. 
The  setting  aside  of  this  day  is  the  first 
functioning  of  the  United  States1' mem¬ 
ber  of  that  committee. 

You  will  doubtless  recall  that  the,  res¬ 
olution  stipulates  that  no  other  business 
except  that  germane  to  such  an  occa^on 
shall  occur  at  that  time.  The  only  busi¬ 
ness  to  be  considered  will  be  a  fitting  res¬ 
olution  and  remarks  of  Members  who 
may  desire  to  discuss  Pan-American  Day, 
Pan  Americanism,  Pan-American  unity, 
and  so  forth. 

I  wish  at  this  time  to  extend  a  cordial 
invitation  to  every  Member  of  the  House 
to  be  present  to  speak  on  that  subject  if 
ha  or  she  desires  or  to  extend  his  or  her 
remarks  in  the  Record  on  that  occasion. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JARMAN.  I  yield. 
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which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calen¬ 
dar  and  ordered  printed. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs,  acting  as  a  whole  or  by  subcommittee, 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  conduct 
thorough  studies  and  investigations  of  the 
progress  of  the  war  effort  insofar  as  it  relates 
to  matters  coming  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
such  committee,  with  a  view  to  determining 
whether  such  effort  is  being  carried  forward 
efficiently,  expeditiously,  and  economically. 

The  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  shall  re¬ 
port  to  the  House  during  the  present  Con¬ 
gress  the  results  of  its  studies  and  investiga¬ 
tions,  together  with  such  recommendations 
for  legislation  as  it  deems  desirable. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  resolution,  the 
committee,  or  any  subcommittee  thereof,  is 
authorized  to  hold  such  hearings^ to  sit  and 
act  during  the  present  Congress  at  such  times 
and  places  whether  or  not  the  House  is  in 
session,  has  recessed,  or  has  adjourned,  to 
require  the  attendance  of  such  witnesses  and 
the  production  of  such  books,  papers,  and 
documents  by  subpena  or  otherwise,  and  to 
take  testimony,  as  it  deems  necessary.  Sub- 
penas  may  be  issued  under  the  signature  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  and  shall  be 
served  by  any  person  designated  by  such 
chairman.  The  chairman  or  any  member 
thereof  may  administer  oaths  to  witnesses. 

Sec.  2.  The  heads  of  the  various1  executive 
departments  and  agencies  are  hereby  re¬ 
quested  to  detail  to  such  committee  such 
number  of  legal  and  expert  assistants  and 
investigators  as  such  committee  may  from 
time  to  time  deem  necessary,  or,  in  case  such 
detail  is  not  authorized  by  law,  to  grant  leave 
of  absence  without  pay  to  personnel  who  may 
request  such  leave  to  serve  with  such  com¬ 
mittee,  without  prejudice  to  any  rights  or 
privileges  to  which  such  personnel  would  ba 
entitled  if  such  leave  had  not  been  granted. 

INVESTIGATION  BY  COMMITTEE  ON 

INTERSTATE  AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

AUTHORIZED  BY  HOUSE  RESOLUTION 

290,  SEVENTY-SIXTH  CONGRESS 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  submitted  the  following  privileged 
resolution  (H.  Res.  155,  Rept.  No.  331), 
which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  printed. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  and  Foreign  Commerce  is  authorized,  as 
a  committee,  by  subcommittee,  or  otherwise, 
to  continue  during  the  present  Congress  the 
investigation  begun  under  authority  of 
House  Resolution  290  of  the  Seventy -sixth 
Congress,  and  continued  by  House  Resolu* 
tlon  15,  House  Resolution  188,  and  House 
Resolution  383  of  the  Seventy-seventh  Con¬ 
gress  and  by  House  Resolution  58  of  the 
Seventy-eighth  Congress,  and  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  such  committee  shall  have  the  same 
power  and  authority  as  that  conferred  upon 
such  committee  by  House  Resolution  290  of 
the  Seventy-sixth  Congress.  Afiy  unexpend¬ 
ed  balance  of  the  appropriation  authorized 
for  the  use  of  such  committee  under  House 
Resolution  385  of  the  Seventy-seventh  Con¬ 
gress,  and  under  House  Resolution  58  of  the 
Seventy-eighth  Congress,  is  hereby  continued 
for  such  purposes. 

AUTHORIZATION  OF  CIVILIAN  MANPOWER 

Mr.  SABATH,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  submitted  the  following  privileged 
resolution  (H.  Res.  183,  Rept.  No.  330), 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calen¬ 
dar  and  ordered  printed: 

Resolve  cfr.  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption/  of  this  resolution  the  bill  H.  R. 
1752,  to'  amend  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  of  1940,  and  for  other  purposes, 
witlF  Senate  amendments  thereto  be,  and  the 
sarfie  hereby  is,  taken  from  the  Speaker’s 
table  to  the  end  that  all  Senate  amendments 


be,  and  the  same  are,  disagreed  to  and  a  con¬ 
ference  is  requested  with  the  Senate  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

STUDY  BY  COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS 

UNDER  AUTHORITY  OF  HOUSE  RESOLU¬ 
TION  281,  SEVENTY-EIGHTH  CONGRESS 

Mr.  CLARK,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  submitted  the  following  privileged 
resolution  (H.  Res.  96,  Rept.  No.  329), 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calen¬ 
dar  and  ordered  printed: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Lands  is  authorized  to  continue  the  study 
of  the  problems  in  connection  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  lands  of  the  United  States  begun  under 
authority  of  House  Resolution  281  of  the 
Seventy-eighth  Congress  and  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  said  committee  shall  have  the  same 
power  and  authority  as  that  conferred  upon 
it  by  said  House  Resolution  281  of  the  Sev¬ 
enty-eighth  Congress  and  such  authority 
shall  continue  through  the  Seventy-ninth 
Congress. 

TO  SAFEGUARD  ADMISSION  OF  EVIDENCE 
IN  CERTAIN  CASES 

Mr.  CLARK,  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  submitted  the  following  privj,-  - 
leged  resolution  (H.  Res.  182,  Rept.  No. 
328)’,  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  printed. 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  Order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  Iteself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Upion  for  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  (H.  R.  43)  to  safeguard  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  evidence  in  certain  cases.  That  after 
general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined  to  the 
bill  and  shall  continue  not  to  exceed  1  hour 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  the  ranking  minority  member 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
reading  of  the  bill  for  amendment,  the  Com¬ 
mittee  shall  rise  and  report  the  same  back 
to  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  shall 
have  been  adopted  and  the  previous,  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motibga  to 
recommit. 

£ 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  ELLIOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  business  on  the  Speaker’s  desk 
and  special  orders  heretofore  entered  I  be 
permitted  to  address  the  House  tomorrow 
for  20  minutes  regarding  the  Mexican 
Treaty. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  BLAND.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  the 
remarks  I  made  this  afternoon  to  in¬ 
clude  certain  excerpts  and  a  report. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

DEPARTMENTS  OF  STATE,  JUSTICE,  THE 

JUDICIARY  AND  FEDERAL  LOAN 

AGENCY  APPROPRIATIONS,  1946 

Mr.  RABAUT  from  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations,  reported  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2603,  Rept.  No.  333)  making  appropria¬ 
tions  for  the  Departments  of  State,  Jus¬ 


tice,  and  Judiciary,  and  the  Federal  Loan 
Agency  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1946,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and, 
with  the  accompanying  report,  referred 
to  the  Union  Calendar  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  STEFAN  reserved  all  points  of 
order  on  the  bill. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  SPENCE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  therein  a  letter  received  by  him 
from  Mr.  Edward  A.  O’Neil,  president  of 
the  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation. 

Mr.  KEOGH  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  by  including  an  editorial  which 
appeared  in  the  Passenger  Transport. 

Mr.  MONRONEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  own  remarks  in 
the  Record  and  Include  therein  an  edi¬ 
torial  from  the  Washington  Post  of 
March  7,  1945. 

Mr.  LANE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  in  four  in¬ 
stances;  first,  to  include  a  resolution; 
second,  to  include  an  editorial  from 
the  Chelsea  Record;  third,  to  include 
another  editorial  from  the  same  paper; 
and.  fourth,  to  include  a  letter. 

Mr.  EARTHMAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  to  include 
an  editorial  from  the  Fort  Lauderdale 
Daily  News. 

Mr.  DE  LACY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  housing  and  include  therein  two 
telegrams  and  to  extend  his  remarks  on 
the  Bretton  Woods  Conference  and  in¬ 
clude  therein  a  pamphlet  setting  forth 
the  attitude  of  large  sections  of  organ¬ 
ized  labor  on  that  subject. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  KOPPLEMANN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  on  Friday 
of  this  week,  after  the  disposition  of 
business  on  the  Speaker’s  desk  and  the 
conclusion  of  special  orders  heretofore 
entered,  I  may  be  permitted  to  address 
the  House  for  30  minutes  on  the  question 
of  a  durable  peace. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Con¬ 
necticut? 

There  was  no  objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  WALTER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  insert  an  address  delivered 
by  Assistant  Secretary  Hensel. 

Mr.  RABAUT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Record  and  include  a  letter  from  Arthur 
G.  Sherman. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  and  was  given  per-  . 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  and  include  excerpts  from  a 
speech  by  Strickland  Gillilan.\ 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  and  include  a  colloquy  with  Bob 
Evans,  Columbia  Broadcasting  System 
news  commentator. 

Mr.  SCHWABE  of  Oklahoma  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
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referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and 
appears  under  a  separate  heading.) 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  introduced  Sen- 
atepill  738,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance,  and  appears  under  a  sep¬ 
arate,  heading.) 

,  By  Mr.  McCARRAN : 

S.  7^9.  A  hill  to  ame.nd  the  law  relating  to 
embe^lement  by  officers  of  a  carrier  firm, 
association,  or  corporation  engaged  in  com¬ 
merce;  ..and 

S.  740,  A  bill  to  amend  the  Judicial  Code 
with  reject  to  the  admission  of  attorneys  at 
law  to  practice  before  the  courts,  depart¬ 
ments,  and  offices  of  the  Government;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  741.  A  bill  to  extend  certain  benefits 
provided  under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1944  to  persons  who  served  in  the 
merchant  marine;  and 

S.  742.  A  bill  to  amend  section  104  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  so  as 
to  provide  for  determination  of  claims  for 
benefits  under  the  laws  administered  by  the 
Veterans’  Administration  with  respect  to 
persons  discharged  from  the  armed  forces, 
prior  to  the  granting  of  such  discharge;  to 
the  Committed  on  Finance. 

SAVANNAH  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  on  behalf  of  the  sen¬ 
ior  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank]  and  myself,  to  introduce  a  bill 
establishing  a  Savannah  River  Author¬ 
ity.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  given  the  same 
committee  assignment  that  the  Senate 
eventually  will  give  to  the  bill  to  create 
the  Missouri  Valley  Authority. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
737)  to  establish  a  Savannah  Valley  Au¬ 
thority,  to  provide  for  unified  water  con¬ 
trol  and  resource  development  in  the 
basin  of  the  Savannah  River  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  control  and  prevention  of 
floods,  the  promotion  of  navigation,  and 
the  strengthening  of  the  national  de¬ 
fense,  and  for  other  purposes,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Russell  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Maybank),  was  received,  read  twice  by 
its  title,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Commerce. 

PRINTING  OF  ADDITIONAL  COPIES  OF 
HOUSE  DOCUMENT  NO.  657 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  in 
connection  with  the  bill  which  has  just 
been  introduced  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  on  behalf  of  him¬ 
self  and  me,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing  be 
directed  to  print  a  sufficient  number  of 
copies  of  House  Document  No.  657,  not 
to  exceed  the  limit  allowed.  I  make  the 
request  because  there  are  no  further 
copies  of  the  document  available. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  made  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 
AMENDMENT  OF  SERVICEMEN’S  READ¬ 
JUSTMENT  ACT  OF  1944 

Mr,  JOHNSON  of  Colorado..  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  introduce  a  bill  to 
ameiid  the  so-called  G.  I.  bill,  and  ask 
for  ftts  appropriate  reference.  When¬ 
ever  legislation  is  enacted  affecting  a 
greht  many  persons  we  always  find  that 
soaner  or  later  it  needs  amendment.  De¬ 
feats  are  brought  to  light.  The  bill  I  am 
introducing  is  for  the  purpose  of  correct¬ 
ing  some  of  the  defects  which  have  come 
yo  light  in  the  administration  and  the 
operations  of  the  G.  I.  bill.  I  do  not  pre¬ 


tend,  Mr.  President,  that  the  measure  I 
am  introducing  cures  satisfactorily  the 
defects  of  the  G.  I.  bill,  if  they  be  defects, 
but  at  least  it  opens  up  the  issues.  The 
committee  which  will  have  charge  of  this 
proposed  legislation  will  hold  hearings, 
at  which  the  Veterans’  Bureau,  the  vet¬ 
erans’  organizations,  the  veterans  them¬ 
selves,  and  all  other  persons  interested 
in  the  operations  of  the  G.  I.  law  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  state  their  posi¬ 
tions.  Prom  such  hearings  and  consid¬ 
eration  we  hope  that  the  G.  I.  law  may 
be  greatly  improved. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  bill  introduced  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Colorado  will  be  received  and 
apppropriately  referred.  \ 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  (S. 
738)  to  amend  title  III,  Servicemen’s 
Readjustment  Act  of  1944,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  was  received, 
read  twice  by  its  title,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance. 

HOUSE  BILL  REFERRED 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  1 
year  the  provisions  of  an  act  to  promote 
the  defense  of  the  United  States,  ap¬ 
proved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended,  was 
read  twice  by  its  title  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

WITHDRAWAL  OF  PAPERS— MACKILBERY 
H.  WILLIAMS 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Thomas  of  Okla¬ 
homa,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  to  with¬ 
draw  from  the  files  of  the  Senate  the  papers 
accompanying  the  bill  (S.  3664,  76th  Cong., 
3d  sess.)  for  the  relief  of  Mackilbery  H. 
Williams,  no  adverse  report  having  been  made 
thereon. 

PROPOSED  REPORT  SHOWING  AMOUNT 

AND  LOCATION  OF  REAL  PROPERTY 

OWNED  BY  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  O’DANIEL.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
In  my  hand  Senate  Concurrent  'Resolu¬ 
tion  No.  8,.  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Texas  Legislature.  The  resolution  sets 
forth  reasons  for  desiring  certain  infor¬ 
mation  with  Reference  to  the  amount  of 
land  owned  in  the  several  States  by  the 
Federal  Government.  I  have  made  in¬ 
quiry  with  reference  to  how  such  infor¬ 
mation  might  be  obtained.  It  seems  ap¬ 
parent  that  the  best  way  to  obtain  it  is 
by  submitting  a  resolution. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senate 
Concurrent  Resolution  8  of  the  Texas 
Legislature  be  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  as  a  part  of  my  remarks,  and 
that  it  be  appropriately  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  and  Surveys  and  ordered  to 
be  printed  in  the  Record,  under  the  rule, 
as  follows: 

Concurrent  Resolution  8 

Whereas  in  the  State  of  Texas  there  is 
owned  and  claimed  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  and  its  related  agencies  and/or  corpo¬ 
rations  in  existence  through  grant  by  the 
Federal  Government,  extended  holdings  in 
real  property  and  other  interests  there¬ 
under;  and 

Whereas  the  State  of  Texas  does  not  have 
a  complete  knowledge  of  the  ownership  and 
holdings  of  property  within  the  State  of 
Texas  by  the  Federal  Government  and  its 
related  agencies  and/or  corporations  In  exist¬ 
ence  through  grant  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
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ment,  and  that  the  extent,  location,  and 
degree  of  said  ownership  is  unknown  to  the 
State  of  Texas;  and 

Whereas  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Texps 
covering  ownership  of  real  estate  and  inter¬ 
ests  thereunder  by  the  Federal  Government 
and  its  related  agencies  and/or  corporations 
in  existence  through  grant  by  the  Federal 
Government  are  inadequate  to  protect  ;pri- 
vate  property  interests  and  the  rights  of  the 
State  of  Texas;  and 

Whereas  the  Federal  Government  and  its 
related  agencies  and/or  corporations  in  exist¬ 
ence  through  grant  by  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  as  a  property  owner  and  holder  of  real 
estate  and  other  interests  thereunder  in  com¬ 
petition  with  private  ownership  of  real  estate 
is  not  a  recognized  scope  of  said  agencies’ 
capacity;  and 

Whereas  extended  holdings  of  real  estate 
and  other  interests  thereunder  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  and  its  related  agencies 
and/or  corporations  in  existence  through 
grant  by  the  Federal  Government^  within  the 
State  of  Texas  beyond  the  scope  of  govern¬ 
mental  necessity,  creates  an  unfavorable 
tax  and  economic  condition  within  the  State 
of  Texas  and  results  in  the  said  agencies 
usurping  the  rights  of  private  ownership  and 
private  enterprise  and  takes  from  the  State 
of  Texas  and  other  governmental  agencies 
and  subdivisions  of  the  State  of  Texas  con¬ 
siderable  revenue  that  would  ordinarily  be 
derived  from  said  property  if  owned  by  pri¬ 
vate  enterprise;  and 

Whereas  the  magnitude  of  this  problem  is 
of  great  and  far-reaching  importance  to  the 
State  of  Texas :  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  of  Texas  ( the  House 
of  Representatives  concurring ) ,  That  the 
Representatives  in  Congress  from  the  State 
of  Texas  and  the  United  States  Senators  from 
Texas  be  respectfully  requested  to  have  com¬ 
piled  for  the  Texas  Legislature  a  list  of  all 
interests  and  ownership  in  real  property  and 
rights  therein  in  the  State  of  Texas  held  or 
claimed  by  the  Federal  Government  and  its 
related  agencies,  as  well  as  by  corporations  in 
existence  through  grant  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
mailed  to  each  such  Texas  Representative  in 
Congress  and  United  States  Senators  from 
Texas  with  the  request  that  the  Texas  dele¬ 
gation  meet  at  the  earliest  time  possible  and 
take  proper  steps  to  obtain  and  compile  this 
Information  for  the  Texas  Legislature;  and  be 
It  further 

Resolved,  That  In  order  for  this  informa¬ 
tion  to  be  made  available  while  the  legisla¬ 
ture  is  still  in  session,  we  respectfully  request 
that  such  information  be  compiled  and  fur¬ 
nished  by  March  1,  1945. 

Mr.  O’DANIEL.  I  now  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  submit  a  resolution  for 
proper  reference. 

There  befng  no  objection,  the  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  R)fes.  99),  was  referred  to  the 
Committed  on  Public  Lands  and  Surveys, 
as  follows 

ResolveS,  That  the  Attorney  General  is 
hereby  requested  to  submit  at  the  first 
practicable  date  a  report  showing  the  amount 
and  location  of  all  real  property  owned  by 
the  Unjjted  States,  in  each  of  the  several 
States,  .-including  price  and  values  of  each 
tract  oi  land  and  also  the  price  of  improve¬ 
ments  ''thereon. 

FUNERAL  EXPENSES  OF  THE  LATE  SENA¬ 
TOR  MOSES,  OF  NORTH  DAKOTA 

Mr.  LANGER  submitted  the  following 
resolution  (S.  Res.  100),  which  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Senate: 

Resolved,  That  the  financial  clerk  of  the 
Senate  hereby  is  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay  from  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
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Senate  the  actual  and  necessary  expenses 
incurred  by  the  committee  appointed  by  the 
Vice  President  in  arranging  for  and  attending 
the  funeral  of  Hon.  John  Moses,  late  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota, 
upon  vouchers  to  be  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  to  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent 
Expenses  of  the  Senate. 

PRINTING  OP  REPORT  ENTITLED  “POST¬ 
WAR  TRAFFIC  LEVELS" 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  President,  the 
report,  Post-war  Traffic  Levels,  prepared 
by  the  Bureau  of  Transport  Economics 
and  Statistics  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  brings  together  in  a 
summary  the  very  best  opinion  on  post¬ 
war  traffic  levels  and  the  estimates  of 
the  national  income  as  it  will  bear  on  the 
revenues  of  common  carriers.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  report  is  to  present  certain 
estimates  of  possible  levels  of  traffic  in 
the  early  post-war  period  for  the  chief 
transportation  agencies,  along  with  data 
which  may  be  useful  in  the  evaluation  of 
these  and  other  possible  estimates. 

Three  possible  national-income  levels 
are  presented  for  each  of  the  post-war 
years,  1947,  1948  and  1949.  The  esti¬ 
mates  represent  the  best-informed 
opinion  there  is  on  the  subject  and  the 
material  has  been  assembled  and  very 
carefully  checked. 

In  order  to  make  this  analysis  of  the 
possible  or  probable  traffic  levels  for  the 
different  types  of  carriers  in  the  post-war 
period  and  the  effect  those  levels  will 
have  on  the  earnings  of  common  car¬ 
riers,  it  was  necessary  to  construct  esti¬ 
mates  of  national  income  based  on 
various  assumptions.  Because  of  this 
fact  the  report  has  a  twofold  interest — 
it  is  of  interest  to  those  concerned  with 
transportation  because  of  the  traffic  esti¬ 
mates  it  contains;  secondly,  it  is  of  in¬ 
terest  to  nontransportation  people  who 
are  interested  in  the  national  income  in 
the  post-war  period.  This  no  doubt  ex¬ 
plains  in  part  the  demand  for  this  pub¬ 
lication  which  I  understand  is  one  of  the 
heaviest  the  Bureau  of  Transport 
Economics  and  Statistics  has  ever  ex¬ 
perienced. 

In  order  to  have  this  report  printed, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  submit  a 
resolution  for  reference  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Printing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator  from 
Montana?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  resolution  may  be  submitted. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  101) ,  submitted 
by  Mr.  Wheeler,  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Printing,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  report  of  the  Bureau  of 
Transport  Economics  and  Statistics  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  entitled 
“Post-War  Traffic  Levels,”  be  printed,  with 
illustrations,  as  a  Senate  document. 

INDEPENDENT  OFFICES  APPROPRIATIONS 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  1934)  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  Executive  Office  and 
sundry  independent  executive  bureaus, 
boards,  commissions,  and  offices  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1946,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  next  amendment  of  the 
committee  passed  over. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  item  “Fed¬ 
eral  Public  Housing  Authority”  It  is  pro* 


posed  to  strike  out,  on  page  50,  line  4, 
after  the  word  “agencies”,  the  comma 
and  the  words  “and  expenditures  by  the 
Authority  for  such  purpose  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  nonadministrative  expenses.” 
ABANDONMENT  OF  THE  CANOL  PROJECT 

Mr.  MOORE.  Mr.  President,  the  War 
Department  has  recently  announced  that 
operation  of  that  part  of  the  Canol  proj¬ 
ect  embracing  production  of  petroleum, 
the  oil  pipe  line  from  Norman  Wells  to 
Whitehorse  and  the  refinery  at  White¬ 
horse,  will  be  discontinued  by  June  30, 
and  that  representatives  of  the  United 
States  and  Canada  will  soon  appraise  the 
present  value  of  the  properties  which 
Canada  has  an  option  to  purchase.  If 
Canada  does  not  exercise  the  option,  the 
property  will  be  sold,  according  to  the 
War  Department,  to  any  other  bidder  at 
not  less  than  the  appraised  value. 

Mr.  President,  the  Canol  project,  exclu¬ 
sive  of  operation  and  maintenance,  has 
cost  the  American  taxpayer  approxi¬ 
mately  $134,000,000.  The  location  and 
impracticability  of  the  project  are  such 
that  it  has  little,  if  any,  present  commer¬ 
cial  value,  certainly  not  more  than  a 
junk  value  less  dismantling  and  trans¬ 
portation  charges.  I  emphasize  the  cost 
of  this  project  because  it  is  clear  that  it 
will  practically  be  a  total  loss.  Opera¬ 
tion  charges  recently  reported  by  the 
Army  of  over  $4,180,000  for  the,  last 
6  months  of  1944  have  been  far  in  excess 
of  the  total  value  of  all  prody/tion  at 
the  Whitehorse  refinery  since?  it  com¬ 
menced  operation. 

The  War  Department  attempts  to  jus¬ 
tify  its  bullheaded  and  arbitrary  attitude 
in  going  ahead  with  this  project  over  the 
advice  of  many  oil  companies  and  petro¬ 
leum  experts,  and  in  the  face  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  Mead  committee, 
by  pointing  out  that  the  project  has  dem¬ 
onstrated  oil  can  be  conveyed  by  pipe 
line  over  long  distances  and  refined  in 
year- around  operations  in  the  Arctic 
climate.  This  knowledge,  the  Army 
says,  will  be  of  great  value  “if  indicated 
large  reservoirs  of  oil  in  Alaska  or 
northwestern  Canada  materialize.”  In 
other  words,  we  have  learned  how  to  fry 
fish  if  we  catch  any.  The  Army  has  spent 
$134,000,000,  plus  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  expenses  totaling  an  additional 
$5,000,000  to  $10,000,000,  to  discover  that 
with  the  expenditure  of  enough  money 
some  oil  can  be  transported  by  pipe  line 
and  refined  under  Arctic  conditions. 
The  oil  companies  of  this  country  prob¬ 
ably  have  a  hundred  laboratories  in 
which  these  experiments  could  have  been 
made  at  insignificant  costs.  The  at¬ 
tempted  justification  of  this  inexcusable 
waste  of  money  is  so  silly  and  childlike 
that  it  becomes  a  pathetic  example  of  a 
drowning  man  grasping  for  straws. 

The  Army’s  press  release  states  that, 
based  on  the  experience  in  December 
1944  and  January  and  February  1945,  the 
average  cost  of  production,  exclusive  of 
depreciation  or  interest  on  investment, 
was  $11.15  a  barrel  delivered  at  White¬ 
horse. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Will  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  yield? 

Mr.  MOORE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  The  figure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  just  fiven  does  not  taka  intQ 


account  the  overhead  on  the  capital  in¬ 
vestment  or  the  loss  incident  to  the 
abandonment,  does  it? 

Mr.  MOORE.  Not  at  all;  and,  further, 
I  am  very  sure  the  Army  has  no  con/ 
ception  of  what  the  cost  will  be,  and  very 
little  concern.  / 

The  Army  fails  to  point  out  that'  this 
means  an  average  cost  of  $11.15  a;  barrel 
not  only  for  the  gasoline  produced  but  in¬ 
cludes  fuel  oil  and  other  cheap  byprod¬ 
ucts  as  well. 

The  purpose  of  the  project  was  to  pro¬ 
duce  high-octane  aviation  gasoline.  To 
be  honest  about  it,  the  Army  must  com¬ 
pute  the  cost  in  terms  of  high-octane 
gasoline  produced.  ,For  the  last  half  of 
1944  less  than  8,000  barrels  of  aviation 
gasoline  and  only  about  185,000  barrels 
of  ordinary  mofor  fuel  were  refined.  If 
the  cost  of  this  total  production  of  gaso¬ 
line  is  to  be, considered  on  the  figures  ad¬ 
mitted  by  ;the  Army,  it  will  be  found  to 
be  approximately  $23  a  barrel,  excluding 
the  value  of  the  crude  oil  consumed,  or 
any  allowance  for  amortization.  If  the 
crude  consumed  in  the  operation  is 
charged  to  the  refinery  at  $1.50  a  barrel, 
and  allowing  a  20-year  amortization,  it 
will  boost  the  cost  of  gasoline  produced 
for  this  period  to  more  than  $42  a  barrel. 

It  is  difficult  to  understand  why  the 
Army  refuses  to  meet  the  Canol  issue 
honestly  and  frankly.  If  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  this  deal  to  hide  or  cover  up,  why 
does  the  Army  continue  its  effort  to  jus¬ 
tify  what  everyone  recognizes  to  be  a 
mistake? 

The  Army  says  that  the  properties  are 
to  be  offered  to  Canada  under  an  option 
to  buy  at  the  present  appraised  value.  In 
view  of  the  incompetence  displayed  by  the 
Army  in  connection  with  this  project  I 
seriously  doubt  the  wisdom  of  permitting 
the  Army  to  negotiate  for  the  disposal  of 
the  property.  When  the  Army  ceases 
operation  it  becomes  a  part  of  our  surplus 
war  property  and  should  be  handled  by 
the  Surplus  Property  Board,  which  Con¬ 
gress  has  set  up  for  such  a  purpose.  I 
insist  that  the  matter  should  be  turned 
over  to  that  agency  for  disposal.  I  have 
previously  urged  and  I  again  take  this  op¬ 
portunity  to  suggest  that  the  Mead  com¬ 
mittee  continue  its  investigation  of  the 
huge  expenditures  that  have  gone  into 
the  Canol  project.  The  individuals  re¬ 
sponsible  for  this  wanton  waste  of  public 
moneys  should  be  determined  and  held 
responsible  for  their  acts.  The  exact  na¬ 
ture  and  character  of  the  deal  the  Army 
seems  to  have  made  with  Canada  should 
be  carefully  looked  into.  The  construc¬ 
tion  contracts  and  the  contractors  on 
this  project  should  be  closely  examined. 
The  profits  and  fees  growing  out  of  these 
contracts  and  how  these  were  dispersed 
should  be  scrutinized.  The  beneficiaries 
of  this  huge  slush  fund  should  be  made 
known. 

The  plain  facts  are  that  Under  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  Patterson  and  General 
Somervell  have  never  had  any  experi¬ 
ence  in  their  business  careers  which 
would  in  any  degree  fit  them  to  pass 
upon  the  practicability  of  such  a  project. 
These  men  could  have  had,  and  did  have, 
the  expert  advice  of  the  entire  petroleum 
industry  and  other  qualified  experts 
which  they  refused  to  accept,  and  instead 
chose  to  accept  the  advice  and  counsel 
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Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 


AN  ACT 

To  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as 
amended. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 

4  defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 

5  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “June  30,  1945” 

6  wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

7  “June  30,  1946”;  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1948”  and  in- 

8  serting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1949”;  and  by  striking  out 

9  “July  1,  1945”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1946”; 
10  and  subsection  (b)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 


T- 


2 


1  striking  out  “June  30,  1948”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

2  “June  30,  1949”. 

3  Sec.  2.  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  such  Act  is 

4  further  amended  by  striking  out  the  period  after  the  word 

5  “earlier”,  inserting  a  semicolon,  and  the  following  new 

6  language:  “Provided  however,  That  nothing  in  section  3  (c) 

7  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the  President  to  enter  into 

8  or  carry  out  any  contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign 

9  government  for  postwar  relief,  postwar  rehabilitation  or 

10  postwar  reconstruction;  except  that  a  contract  or  agreement 

11  entered  into  in  accordance  with  this  Act  in  which  the  United 

12  States  undertakes  to  furnish  to  a  foreign  government  defense 

13  articles,  services,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prosecution 

14  of  the  present  war  and  which  provides  for  the  disposition, 

15  on  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President, 

16  of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or  information  after 

17  the  President  determines  they  are  no  longer  necessary  for 

18  use  by  such  government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the 

19  United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for  postwar  relief, 

20  postwar  rehabilitation  or  postwar  reconstruction.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  13,  1945. 
Attest:  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 


Clerk. 
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DIGEST  OF  PROCEEDINGS  OF  CONGRESS  OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEE^ifl^ENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
( Issued  .April  6,  1945,  for  actions  of  Thursday,  April  5»  1945) 
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1.  LEND-LEASE,  Foreign  Relations  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H-.R.2013,  to 

extend  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for  1  year  (S.Rent.  178)  (pN  3156). 

2.  WATER  UTILIZATION.  Continued  debate  on  the  Mexican  Water  'Treaty  (pp.  316O-8O). 

3.  COMMITTEE  ASSIGNMENT;  Sen.  Young,  N.Dak.,  was  elected  to  the  Agriculture  and 

Forestry  Committee  (p.  3156). 

70th  Houses  '  • 

4.  EGG  PRICES. /received  a  Mass.  Legislature  resolution  urging  adjustment  of  .egg- 

price  ceilings  in  the  New  England  area  (pp  3156  *  •  31“9r))  ♦ 

5.  SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  Sen.  McKellar,  Tenn.,  inserted  Chairman  Gillette’s  (Surplus 

Property  Board)  letter  favoring  elimination . of  the  Senate  amendment  to  the 
Procurement  Division’s  (Treasury)  appropriation  item  which  would  prohibit  Trea¬ 
sury  from  selling  surplus  property  without  the  approval  of  the  Surplus  Property 
Board,  and  commending  Procurement  ’  s  disposal  activities  (  :>.  3156). • 

6.  FULL-EMPLOYMENT  BUDGET.  Sen.  Wagner,  N.Y.,  spoke  favoring  S.  3$0,  to  provide  for 

a 'full- employment  budget,  and  inserted  Leo .Crowley' s  (FDIC)  and  Chester  Bowles' 
(OPA)  letters  on  this  bill‘(pp.  3l'5&i'9-)  • 


7.  PURCHASING.  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  Committee  reported  without 
amendment  H.R.2284,  to  eliminate  the  practice  of  paying* fees  or  kick-backs  in 
connection  with  Government  contracts  (S.Rcpt.  177) (p«  3156)*  • 

I  'r'  V  v 

8*  SEED  PRODUCTION.  Sen. -Butler,  Nebr.,  submitted  amendments  which  he  intends  to  pro^ 
pose  to  S.  558j  to  provide  for  adequate  production  of  seed  legumes  required  in 
the  war  food-production  program  by  authorizing  appropriations  of  $15,000,000  for 
AAA  payments'  on  a  harvested-acreage  and  a  marketed  clean- seed  basis  to  producers 
of  alfalfa,  alsike  clover,  and  medium  and  mammoth  red  clover  (p.  3158.). 

1 

9.  MILITARY  TRAINING,,  Received  an.  American  Legion  resolution  ’favoring  universal 
.military  training  (p.  3156)* 


-  2  - 


10. 


EMPLOYMENT.  Received  a  Mass. .  Legislature  resolution  favoring  legislation 
Pair  Employment  Practices  Commission  (p*  3155) » 


HOUSE 


11.  TRANSPORTATION.  Rep.  Hope,  Pans.,  discuss'ed  the  "shortage  of  transportation 


facilities"  in  relation  to  "food  shortages"  (pp.  3182-3)  • 

Rep.  Doyle,  Calif.,  criticized  "any  freight  rate  or  "bar  r  i  .  .which  seeks 
to  choke... the  normal  flow  of  trade  and  commerce  to  and  from  California  and 
•ther  Western  States,"  and  inserted  an  editorial  on  the  subject  (pp.  3183"*4), 

. Rep.  Mundt,  S.  Dak.,  criticized  the  regulations  which  "permit  the  Federal 

‘  Government  ‘to  lake  over  private' "business  enterpriser,  and  then  evade  the  pay- 
Wenrfc  of’  /Statp./  t.a-x-psff  ( -n  '  7*1  SU‘V  •  -  •  '  Jt 


12. 


Went  of’  / State/  taxes”  (p.‘  3184')'. 

"ADJOURNED  -until  Mon. ,  Apr  .  9  ’  "Cp. 3190) . 

■  ...  "  ’  . 

"  V '  -  ITEMS • IN  APPENDIX. 
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/ 

y. ..... . 
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13.  PULL—  EMPLOYMENT  BUDGET.  Sen'. ’  Wagner,  N.Y. inserted, Rep.  Hook1  s  (Mich.)  ad-  (  | 

14. 


dress  favoring  S.  38O  and  H.R.,  2202,  to  provide  full  employment'  (pp*. 


ELECTRIFICATION;  TAXATION.  ,  Extension  of  remarks  of  Rep..  Plumley,  Vt.,  stating 
that  no  "additional  tax  "burden"  is  necessary  to  supply  the  "demands"  for  rural 
electrification  in  Vermont,  and  including  :a  Burlington  (Vt.)  'Free  Press  ar¬ 
ticle  on  this  subject  (,pp.  1786-7). 


15. 


60NGRES SIGNAL ■ ORGANIZATION.  Rep.  Priest,  Tenn. ,  inserted  a  Washington  Post 
editorial  commending  the  program  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Organization 
of  Congress  with  respect  to  the  attention  to  be  given  "to  the  relations  of 
Congress  to  the • electorate"  (p.  A1793)* 


I 


l6. 


FOREIGN  TRADE.  Rep.  Keogh,  N.Y. ,  inserted  .three  newspaper  editorials  supporting 
James  A.  Farley’s  statements  on  post-war  economy  and  foreign  trade  (pp.  A17S31; 

A1796) .  -  /  .  ’  '  ; 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 

•  u  \J] 


17... 

IS. 

19. 


TRANSPORTATION.  H.R.  2S4o,  by  Rep.  Robinson,- Utah,-  to  amend  sec.  6,  oh  accessed 
roads,  of  .the . Defense  Highway  Act  of  1941.  To  Roads  Committee,  (p.  3190.) 


PUBLIC  LANDS.  H.R.  2852,  by  Rep.  King,  Calif.,  to  create  a  Natural  Resources 
Board.  To  Public  Lands  Committee.  (p*  3190*) 


VETERANS.  S.  826  and  S.  827.  (p.3190.)  . 

• 

BILL  APPROVED  BY-  THE  PRESIDENT 


20. 


DEBT  LIMIT.  -  H.R.  24o4,  increasing -the  debt  limit  to  $300,000,000,000  ( includ- 
'  ing  the  face  amount  of  obligations  guaranteed  as  to  principal  and  interest  by 
the  U.S.).  Approved  Apr.  3»  1945’  (Public  Law  29,  ~ISth  Cong.). 


21. 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  Released- by  G.P.O. 

FOREIGN  TRADE;  POST-WAR  PLANNING.-  Pursuant  to  H.Res.  40S  and  H.Res.  60,  creat¬ 
ing  a  Post-War  Economic  Policy  and  Planning  Committee.  Pt.  4,  problems  of 
foreign  trade  and  shipping.  *  '  . 
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By  Mr.  SALTONSTALL  (for  himself  and 
Mr.  Walsh)  : 

Resolutions  of  the  General  Court  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency: 

“Resolutions  urging  the  Members  of  Congress 
from  the  New  England  States  to  confer  with 
the  Office  of  Price  Administration  with  a 
view. to  quickly  effecting  an  adjustment  in 
the  egg  price  ceilings  in  the  New  England 
area 

“Whejeas  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor,  the 'General  Court  of  Massachusetts  on 
March  27,  1945,  passed  an  act  giving  to  him 
the  powers  he  requested  as  being  necessary 
to  secure  during  the  present  poultry  shortage 
a  sufficient  supply  of  poultry  to  meet  the 
needs  of  hospitals  in  the  care  and  treatment 
of  their  patients;  and 

“Whereas  the  general  court  believes  that 
while  such  action  is  necessary  to  meet  the 
present  crisis,  further  action  is  necessary  to 
stop  certain  unlawful  practices  in  the  sale 
and  distribution  of  poultry  which  greatly 
aggravate  th$  present  shortage  emergency; 
and 

“Whereas  the  general  court  cannot  by  itself 
remedy  the  fundamental  causes  of  the  ex¬ 
isting  emergency  which  was,  in  its  belief, 
originally  caused  by  the  failure  of  the  Office 
of  Price  Administration  to  recognize  the  pe¬ 
culiar  conditions  under  which  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  poultry  industry  is  forced  to  operate; 
and 

“Whereas  the  entire  price  structure  as  it 
applies  to  table  eggs  must  be  immediately  re¬ 
vised  upward  in  order  to  save  what  is  left  of 
the  laying  flocks  now  being  rapidly  liqui¬ 
dated  in  the  New  England  area;  and 

“Whereas  a  continuation  of  the  current 
conditions  for  even  a  short  period  of  time 
will  tend  to  completely  wreck  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  poultry  industry:  Therefore  be  it 

“Resolved,  That  the  General  Court  of  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  urges  the  Members  of  Congress 
from  each  of  the  New  England  States  to  con¬ 
fer  with  the  Office  of  Price  Administration 
with  a  view  to  quickly  effecting  an  adjust¬ 
ment  in  the  egg  price  ceilings  in  the  New 
England  area,  and  to  take  promptly  such 
other  action  as  may  be  necessary  to  rectify 
such  conditions;  and  be  it  further 

“Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  forthwith  by  the  State  secre¬ 
tary  to  the  presiding  officer  of  each  branch  of 
Congress,  to  each  of  the  Members  of  said 
Congress  from  each  of  the  New  England 
States,  and  to  the  Governor  of  each  of  said 
New  England  States.” 

By  Mr.  WILSON  (for  himself  and  Mr. 

HickeTnlooper)  : 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  State  of  Iowa;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations: 

“House  Concurrent  Resolution  18 
“Whereas  it  is  important  that  peace  of  the 
allies  be  a  just,  firm,  practical,  and  lasting 
peace;  and 

“Whereas  the  youth  of  our  Nation  has 
been  tested  physically,  mentally,  a'nd  morally 
and  found  competent;  and 

“Whereas  the  youth  of  our  Nation  are 
most  concerned  because  of  their  age,  the  age 
of  their ‘families -and  the  problems  confront¬ 
ing  them;  and 

“Whereas  in  every  war  it  is  the  youth  who 
shoulder  the  arms  and  give  their  blood  and 
lives,  and  know  the  horrors  of  war,  the 
beach  heads,  pillboxes,  and  sacrifices;  and 
“Whereas  these  men  who  have  given  so 
much  of  their  lives  and  time  to  our  public 
welfare  and  have  the  interests  of  their  coun¬ 
try  fend  the  philosophy  of  our  republican  form 
of  / representative  government  at  heart: 
T therefore  be  it 

r Resolved  by  the  house  ( the  senate  con¬ 
curring),  That  the  Fifty-first  General  As¬ 
sembly  of  the  State  of  Iowa  respectfully 
requests  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  and  the  President  of  the  United 


States,  immediately  take  the  necessary  steps 
to*  provide  for  a  qualified  representation  of 
the  young  men  and  women  of  the  military 
forces  of  World  War  No.  2,  who  have  seen 
active  service  on  the  foreign  battlefields,  to 
serve  as  members  of  the  commission  or  dele¬ 
gation  representing  the  United  States  of 
America  at  the  peace  table,  and  that  they 
have  an  active  voice  in  determining  the 
peace  policies  of  the  world.  The  members 
of  the  armed  forces  have  served  us  all,  and 
we  know  would  serve  us  well  in  really  estab¬ 
lishing  a  just  and  lasting  peace;  it  is  further 
“Resolved,  That  the  chief  clerk  of  the 
house  be  instructed  and  authorized  to  send 
copies  of  this  resolution  to  the  Iowa  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  Senators  in  Congress  and  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  in 
Washington,  D.  C.” 

APPROPRIATION  FOR  SURPLUS  PROP¬ 
ERTY  ACTIVITIES  —  LETTER  FROM 
CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  SURPLUS  PROP¬ 
ERTY  BOARD 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  a  letter  from  Hon. 
Guy  M.  Gillette,  Chairman  of  the  Surplus 
Property  Board,  dated  April  2,  1945,  in 
reference  to  certain  testimony  with  re¬ 
spect  to  appropriations  for  the  surplus- 
property  activities  of  the  Procurement 
Division  of  the  Treasury  Department. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Surplus  Property  Board, 
Washington  D.  C.,  April  2,  "1945. 
Hon.  Kenneth  McKellar, 

United  States  Senate,  • 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  discussions  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  on  March  30  with  respect  to  the 
appropriation  for  the  surplus  property  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Procurement  Division  of  the 
Treasury  Department  and  the  amendment 
thereto  which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate. 
It  seems  clear  to  me  that  the  discussion 
leading  up  to  the  introduction  and  adoption 
of  such  amendment  was  in  large  part  based 
upon  an  erroneous  impression  of  statements 
made  by  me  and  reported  in  the  public  press. 
A  newspaper  account  of  what  I  said  is  quoted 
on  page  3020  of  the  Congressional  Record. 

My  comments  were  directed  not  at  the 
Treasury  Department  or  any  other  disposal 
agency  but  to  the  practice  of  owning  agen¬ 
cies  in  disposing  of  surplus  property  with¬ 
out  declaring  it  surplus  under  the  Surplus 
Property  Act  of  1944.  The  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment  is  a  disposal  agency  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Surplus  Property  Board  and 
its  disposals  of  surplus  property  are  subject 
to  such  regulation  as  the  Surplus  Property 
Board  may  impose  under  the  Surplus  Prop¬ 
erty  Act  of  1944.  Under  the  act  the  Board 
not  only  designates  the  disposal  agencies  but 
has  full  power  t<J>  adopt  appropriate  regula¬ 
tions  governing  their  activities  in  such  detail 
as  the  Board  deems  desirable.  I  refer  spe¬ 
cifically  to  sections  9  and  10  of  the  Surplus 
Property  Act  of  1944.  As  I  see  it,  therefore, 
the  Senate  amendment  to  the  Treasury  De¬ 
partment’s  appropriation  is  not  necessary, 
serves  but  to  add  confusion,  and  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  should  be  eliminated. 

I  think  that  it  is  also  appropriate  for  me 
to  say  that  I  believe  much  of  the  criticism 
of  the  surplus  property  activities  of  the 
Treasury  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
on  March  30  is  unwarranted.  We  agree  with 
the  statement  made  in  the  recent  report  of 
the  Mead  committee  that  in  the  disposal  of 
surplus  property  the  Procurement  Division 
of  ,  the  Treasury  “is  doing  as  good  a  job  as 
can  be  expected  under  the  circumstances. 


They  have  been  forthright  in  admitting 
attempting  to  correct  their  inevitable 
takes,  and  are  intelligently  attemptini 
solve  their  problems.” 

If  you  have  no  objection,  I  would  well 
the  inclusion  of  this  letter  in  the  Co: 
sional  Record. 

Very  sincerely, 

Guy  M.  Gillette! 

Chairman. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEE^ 

The  following  reports  of  cor&mittees 
were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  WILSON,  from  the  Conpnittee  on 
Claims: 

S.392.  A  bill  for  the  relief  off  Nebraska 
Wesleyan  University;  with  Amendments 
(Rept.  No.  162). 

By  Mi-.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina, 
from  the  Committee  on  Claims: 

S.  176.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  city  of 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Memphis- Park  Commis¬ 
sion;  without  amendment  ((kept.  No.  163). 

By  Mr.  WHERRY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims: 

H.  R.  1353.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  J.  P. 
Harris;  without  amendment;  (Rept.  No.  164). 

By  Mr.  CAPPER,  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims: 

•  H.  R.  1396.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anne 
Loacker;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
165). 

By  Mr.  WILSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims:  « 

H.  R.  990.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reim¬ 
bursement  of  certain  civilian  personnel  for 
personal  property  lost  as  a  result  of  the  Jap¬ 
anese  occupation  of  Hong  Kong  and  Manila; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  166). 

By  Mr.  ELLENDER,  from  the  Committee 
on  Claims:  .  1  ; 

S.  567.  A  bill  for,  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Freda 
Gullikson;  with  amendments  (Rept.  No. 
167); 

H.  R.  201.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Demp¬ 
sey  Industrial  Furnace  Corporation;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No,  168); 

H.  R.  202.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Angelina 
Bourbeau;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No. 
169); 

H.  R.206.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  St.  Vin¬ 
cent’s  Infirmary  and  Dr.  Alvin  W.  Strauss; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  170); 

H.  R.  209.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  B. 
Smith;  witlVan  amendment  (Rept.  No.  171); 

H.  R.  807.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Wilma  Louise  Townsend;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  172); 

H.R.  1079.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Ray  L. 
Smith;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  173); 

H.  R.  1J35.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Gus  A. 
Vance;  without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  174); 

H.  R.  1707.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Murray 
W.  Moran;  with  amendments  (Rept-  No. 

175) ;  pnd 

H.  R.  1983.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin 
D.  Lewis;  with  an  amendment  (Rept.  No. 

176) , 

By  Mr.  HILL,  from  the  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
penditures  in  the  Executive  Departments: 

H.  R.  2284.  A  bill  to  eliminate  the  practice 
by  /  subcontractors,  under  cost-plus-a-fixed- 
fee  or  cost-reimbursable  contracts  of  the 
United  States,  of  paying  fees  or  kick-backs, 
or  of  granting  gifts  or  gratuities  to  employ¬ 
ees  of  a  cost-plus-a-fixed-fee  or  cost  reim¬ 
bursable  prime  contractors  or  of  higher  tier 
subcontractors  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  award  of  subcontracts  or  orders;  without 
^amendment., (Rept.  No.  177).  . 

By  Mr.  CONN  ALLY,  from  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations: 

H.  R.  2013:  A  bill  to  extend  for  1  year  the 
provisions  of  an  act  to  promote  the  defense 
of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11. 
1941,  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  178); 

-i^Res; TOOntusotutlon  making  available  an 
unexphnded^balance  for  entertaining  distin¬ 
guished  visitofS~ts~tlie  United  States  by  the 
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The  Senate  met  in  executive  sessiqn 
at  12  o’clock  meridian,  on  the  expiration 
of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Thou  great  Companion  of  the  sons  of 
men,  daily  Thou  dost  invite  us  to  seek 
Thee,  and  every  day  Thou  offerest  Thy¬ 
self  to  be  found  of  us.  We  thank  Thee 
that  Thou  hast  so  framed  our  hearts  that 
our  deepest  instincts  anchor  us  to  Thee; 
that  Thou  hast  so  created  everything 
that  he  who  loves  the  truth  can  never 
miss  Thee  at  the  last. 

Grant  to  us  to  dream  great  dreams  and 
not  to  disobey  the  heavenly  vision.  And 
though  the  hope  betimes  seems  forlorn 
may  we  be  found  ready  to  lead  it.  With¬ 
out  stumbling  and  without  stain  may  we 
follow  the  gleam  until  the  day  is  ended 
and  our  work  is  done.  In  the  dear  Re- 
deemer’k  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  Barkley,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  calen¬ 
dar  day  Wednesday,  April  4,  1945,  was 
dispensed  with,  and  the  Journal  was  ap¬ 
proved. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED 
BILL  SIGNED 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  pro  tempore  had  affixed  his 
signature  to  the  enrolled  bill  (S.  298)  to 
continue  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
as  an  agency  of  the  United  States,  in¬ 
crease  its  borrowing  power,  revise  the 
basis  of  the  annual  appraisal  of  its  assets, 
and  for  other  purposes,  and  it  was  signed 
by  the  Vice  President.  « 

LEGISLATIVE  BUSINESS 

By  unanimous  consent,  as  in  legisla¬ 
tive  session,  the  following  business  was 
transacted : 

COMMITTEE  SERVICE 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  as  in  leg¬ 
islative  session  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
for  the  present  consideration  of  the 
order  which  I  send  to  the  desk. 


( Legislative  day  of  Friday,  March  16,  1945 ) 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  order. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Ordered,  That  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young]  be  assigned  to  service 
on  the  following  committees:  Agriculture 
and  Forestry,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Manufactures,  and  Immigration. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  order  is  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
express  my  appreciation  to  the  majority 
leader  for  the  consideration  he  has  shown 
in  working  out  this  arrangement. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Maine,  and  I  am  sure  the  new  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  will  be  a  valu¬ 
able  addition:  to  the  committees  to  which 
he  has  been  assigned  and  to  the  Senate 
itself. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Personnel  Requirements 

Letters  from  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States  Civil  Service 
Commission,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  la,w, 
estimates  of  personnel  requirements  for  their 
respective  offices  for  the  quarter  ending  June 
30,  1945  (with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the 
Committee  on  CivU  Service. 

Disposition  of  Executive  Papers 

A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  list 
of  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of  sev¬ 
eral  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  are  not  needed  in  the  conduct 
of  business  and  have  no  permanent  value  or 
historical  interest,  and  -^requesting  action 
looking  to  their  disposition  (with  accom¬ 
panying  papers):  to  a  Joint  Select  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  in  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr. 
Barkley  and  Mr.  Brewster  members  of 
the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as  in¬ 
dicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  New  York;  to  the  Committee 
on  Finance: 


“Whereas  by  the  end  of  the  war  there  will 
be  approximately  15,000,000  men  and  women 
in  the  armed  forces  of  our  Nation  and  New 
York  .  State’s  share  will  be  approximately 
one  and  one-half  million;  and 

“Whereas  most  of  these  men  and  women 
will  have  lost  from  1  to  4  years,  or  even 
longer  from  the  accumulation  of  benefits 
provided  by  the  old-age  and  survivors’  in¬ 
surance:  and 

“Whereas  this  will  effect  a  real  loss  in  bene¬ 
fits  to  be  received  at  the  time  of  retirement 
inasmuch  as  such  benefits  are  dependent 
upon  contribution  by  both  employee  and  em¬ 
ployer;  and 

“Whereas  the  old-age  and  survivors'  insur¬ 
ance  is  wholly  a  Federal  program;  and 

“Whereas  it  is  the  sense  of  the  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York  manifested  in  their 
respective  representatives  in  the'  legislature 
that  the  returning  veteran  justly  deserves 
and  is  entitled  to  fair  and  generous  treat¬ 
ment:  Therefore  be  it 

“Resolved  (if  the  senate  concur).  That  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  be  and  is 
hereby  respectfully  memorialized  to  enact 
with  all  convenient  speed  appropriate  legis¬ 
lation  providing  that  men  and  women  in  the 
armed  forces  shall  receive  appropriate  wage 
credits  on  their  old-age  and  survivors’  insur¬ 
ance  accounts  for  their  period  of  military 
service;  and  it  is  further 

“Resolved  (if  the  senate  concur) ,  That 
copies  of  this  resolution  be  immediately 
transmitted  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
'Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
each  Member  of  Congress  duly  elected  from 
the  State  of  New  York,  and  that  the  latter 
be  urged  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  purposes  of  this  resolution.’’ 

A  resolution  adopted  by  Post  No.  28,  the 
American  Legion,  of  Spartanburg,  S.  C.,  fa¬ 
voring  the  enactment  of  legislation  providing 
universal  military  training  for  the  youth  of 
the  Nation;  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs.  \ 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  Society  of  St. 
Peter,  the  Apostle,  Bethlehem,  Pa.,  favoring 
recognition  of  Italy  as  a  full  ally  of  the 
United  Nations  and  that  democratic  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  Italy  be  invited  to  the  San 
Francisco  Conference;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

A  resolution  adopted  by  the  City  Council 
of  the  City  of  Cambridge,  Mass.,  favoring 
the  enactment  of  legislation  to  -create  a 
Fair  Employment  Practices  Commission;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 
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Mr.  Connally,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  submitted 

the  following 

REPORT 


[To  accompany  H.  R.  2013] 

The  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(II.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  a  period  of  1  year  an  act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  having  con¬ 
sidered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon,  without  amendment,  and 
recommend  that  the  bill  be  passed. 

The  bill  amends  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  and  subsection  (b)  of 
section  6  of  an  act  .  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States, 
approved  March  11,  1941  (Public  Law  11,  77th  Cong.),  and  amended 
March  11,  1943  (Public  Law  9,  78th  Cong.)  and  May  17,  1944 
(Public  Law  304,  78th  Cong.),  by  extending  each  of  the  dates  therein 
for  1  year  so  that  these  provisions  will  read  as  follow's  (the  language 
proposed  to  be  repealed  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets  and  the  amenda¬ 
tory  language  is  in  italics) : 

Subsection  (c)  of  section  3: 

After  [June  30,  1945]  June  SO,  1946,  or  after  the  passage  of  a  concurrent 
resolution  by  the  two  Houses  before  [June  30,  1945]  June  30,  1946,  which 
declares  that  the  powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  are  no  longer 
necessary  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States,  neither  the  President 
nor  the  head  of  any  department  or  agency  shall  exercise  any  of  the  powers  con¬ 
ferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a);  except  that  until  [July  1,  1948]  July  1, 
1949,  any  of  such  powers  may  be  exercised  to  the  extent  necessary  to  carry  out 
a  contract  or  agreement  with  such  a  foreign  government  made  before  [July  1, 
1945]  July  1,  1946,  or  before  the  passage  of  such  concurrent  resolution,  whichever 
is  the  earlier. 

Subsection  (b)  of  section  6: 

All  money  and  all  property  which  is  converted  into  money  received  under 
section  3  from  any  government  shall,  with  the  approval  of  the  Director  of  the 
Budget,  revert  to  the  respective  appropriation  or  appropriations  out  of  which 
funds  were  expended  with  respect  to  the  defense  article  or  defense  information 
for  which  such  consideration  is  received,  and  shall  be  available  for  expenditure 
for  the  purpose  for  which  such  expended  funds  were  appropriated  by  law,  during 
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the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  funds  are  received  and  the  ensuing  fiscal  year;  but 
in  no  event  shall  any  funds  so  received  be  available  for  expenditure  after  [June 
30,  1948]  June  30,  1949. 

The  bill  contains  a  new  section  which  was  inserted  by  the  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  and  adopted  by  the  House.  The  new  sec¬ 
tion  further  amends  section  3  (c)  of  the  act  by  the  addition  of  the 
following  new  language: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  section  3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruction,  except 
that  a  contract  or  agreement  entered  into  in  accordance  with  this  Act  in  which  the 
United  States  undertakes  to  furnish  to  a  foreign  government  defense  articles,  services, 
or  information  for  use  in  the  prosecution  of  the  present  war  and  which  provides  for 
the  disposition,  on  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President,  of  any 
such  defense  articles,  services,  or  information  after  the  President  determines  they  are 
no  longer  necessary  for  use  by  such  government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war 
reconstruction. 

LEND-LEASE  A  WAR  MEASURE 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  to  the  Lend-Lease  Act  adopted  by^ 
the  House  was  to  assure  that  lend-lease  agreements  would  not  be  used 
for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruction 
purposes. 

The  committee,  in  reporting  the  bill  with  this  new  provision,  is 
insistent  that  lend-lease  be  used  solely  as  a  war  and  defense  measure. 
Lend-lease  should  be  liquidated  as  promptly  as  possible  after  the  war  j 
has  ended  within  the  period  of  time  permitted  by  the  act.  In  carry¬ 
ing  out  agreements  with  foreign  governments  under  this  provision  all 
supplies  delivered  too  late  to  be  of  use  in  the  war  must  be  paid  for  by 
the  countries  receiving  them.  Although  there  may  well  be  some  in¬ 
cidental  post  war  benefit  as  a  result  of  the  lend-lease  program,  the 
committee  recognizes  it  is  necessary  in  view  of  the  uncertain  time  of 
the  war’s  end,  that  the  war  supply  program  must  go  forward  vigor¬ 
ously  to  speed  victory  over  the  enemy  and  save  American  and  Allied 
lives.  At  the  same  time,  if  a  portion  of  the  program  under  these  agree¬ 
ments  remains  undelivered  when  hostilities  cease,  the  burden  should 
not  fall  on  United  States  taxpayers.  This  provision  accordingly 
assures  both  the  continuation  of  a  vigorous  war  effort  and  protection 
to  American  taxpayers.  a 

In  its  consideration  of  this  amendment,  the  committee  inquired 
into  the  agreements  which  are  presently  outstanding  or  in  prospect  at 
this  time  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

In  the  discussions  which  were  held  with  the  British  last  fall,  the 
requirements  of  the  British  Commonwealth  for  lend-lease  aid  for  the 
prosecution  of  the  war  against  Japan  in  the  year  following  the  cessa¬ 
tion  of  hostilities  in  Europe  were  fully  reviewed,  and  it  was  estimated 
that  these  requirements  would  be  reduced  more  than  40  percent  in 
comparison  with  the  amount  of  lend-lease  aid  provided  during  1944 
to  the  British  Commonwealth.  The  committee  was  informed  that 
it  was  anticipated  British  armed  forces  and  war  industry  would 
participate  fully  in  the  Pacific  war.  We  were  further  advised  that 
all  of  the  supplies  which  are  included  in  the  program  were  for  the 
prosecution  of  the  war  against  Japan  and  that  none  of  them  would  be 
used  for  reconversion  or  reconstruction  purposes.  The  extent  to 
which  supplies  under  this  program  will  actually  be  made  available 
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will  depend  upon  the  strategic  needs  of  the  war  as  determined  by  our 
military  authorities  and  the  availability  of  the  supplies  in  the  light 
of  competing  United  States  military  and  civilian  needs  as  determined 
by  our  allocation  agencies. 

The  basic  purpose  of  the  lend-lease  agreement  with  France  is  to 
provide  the  supplies  and  services  needed  by  France  to  mobilize  and 
fully  use  her  resources  and  manpower  in  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 
Eight  French  divisions  and  three  hundred  supporting  units,  aggre¬ 
gating  in  all  some  225,000  men,  in  addition  to  a  French  air  force  of 
more  than  15,000  men,  equipped  with  lend-lease  arms  and  otliei 
supplies,  have  crossed  the  Rhine  and  are  now  fighting  into  the  heart 
of  Germany.  The  Army  and  the  Foreign  Economic  Administration 
have  undertaken  to  furnish  arms  for  an  additional  8  French  divi¬ 
sions. 

Continental  France  is  also  an  important  base  of  allied  military 
operations.  French  ports,  transportation  facilities,  and  war  indus¬ 
tries,  through  reverse  lend-lease,  are  playing  a  vital  role  in  support  of 
our  offensives.  Tires,  tents,  and  other  war  supplies  are  being  pro- 
)  duced  by  French  factories  and  French  manpower  under  reverse  lend- 
1  lease,  and  with  the  help  of  lend-lease  aid  she  can  furnish  a  far  greater 
volume  of  reverse  lend-lease  which  can  help  to  shorten  the  war. 

The  French  agreement  protects  United  States  interests  by  deter¬ 
mining  some  of  the  obligations  of  France  in  advance  of  the  war’s  final 
conclusion.  The  French  have  agreed  to  pay  for  long-life  supplies  like 
locomotives  and  freight  cars  which  may  have  some  residual  peacetime 
use.  They  have  also  agreed  to  pay  for  any  supplies  in  the  program 
which  may  be  produced  too  late  to  be  of  use  by  the  French  in  the  war 
arid  which  are  not  more  urgently  needed  by  this  country  for  other 
purposes.  Thus  the  agreement  provides  for  an  orderly  and  efficient 
liquidation  of  the  agreed  supply  program,  when  the  war  actually  does 
end,  in  a  manner  which  helps  to  reduce  our  post-war  surplus  problem, 
our  contract  termination  problem,  and  the  waste  of  our  materials  and 
manpower.  In  addition,  the  agreement  specifically  reserves  the  right 
of  the  United  States  to  withhold  supplies  whenever  it  is  in  our  na¬ 
tional  interest  to  do  so. 

The  committee  was  advised  that  similar  agreements  with  the 
Netherlands  and  Belgium  are  contemplated. 

NECESSITY  FOR  CONTINUING  LEND-LEASE 

Lend-lease  is  an  effective  investment  by  the  American  people  in  a 
speedy  and  complete  United  Nations  victory  with  the  least  cost  in 
American  and  Allied  lives.  The  worth  of  lend-lease  as  a  weapon  for 
victory  is  being  demonstrated  every  day  on  the  battle  fronts  all  over 
the  world.  Both  in  the  European  and  Pacific  theaters  of  war,  Allied 
armed  forces  equipped  in  varying  degrees  with  lend-lease  guns,, 
planes,  and  other  supplies  are  combined  with  our  forces  equipped  in 
varying  degrees  with  reverse  lend-lease  supplies  in  the  battles  against 
our  common  enemies. 

Men,  materials,  and  resources  have  been  effectively  pooled  by  the 
Allies  in  this  war  in  a  way  which  has  no  parallel  in  history.  Lend- 
lease  has  played  its  integral  part  in  making  this  pooling  possible  and 
so  effective.  It  has  helped  to  knit  into  successful  and  smoothly 
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coordinated  offensives  the  combined  military  strength  and  combined 
military  strategy  and  combined  military  supply  of  the  United  Nations. 

The  extension  of  lend-lease  at  this  time  is  essential  to  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  this  effective  partnership.  There  has  been  no  controversy 
with  respect  to  the  necessity  for  passing  this  bill.  The  House  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  conducted  extensive  hearings,  continuing  over  a 
period  of  weeks,  and  made  a  full  and  complete  record  concerning 
lend-lease  operations.  This  record  was  before  this  committee.  In 
addition,  the  committee  heard  testimony  from  Leo  T.  Crowley, 
Foreign  Economic  Administrator,  and  Oscar  Cox,  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Foreign  Economic  Administration. 

The  committee  was  greatly  assisted  in  its  consideration  of  the  bill 
by  various  factual  statements  and  charts  presented  to  the  members 
of  the  committee.  The  18  detailed  reports  on  lend-lease  operations 
which  have  been  submitted  to  the  Congress  pursuant  to  section  5  (b) 
of  the  Lend-Lease  Act  have  also  been  of  great  assistance  in  appraising 
the  part  played  by  lend-lease  in  the  conduct  of  the  war. 

The  facts  brought  before  your  committee  indicate  that  it  is  more 
vital  now  than  ever  before  to  continue  the  Lend-Lease  Act  as  an 
essential  part  of  the  combined  Allied  organization  for  waging  war. 

IMPACT  OF  LEND-LEASE  ON  UNITED  STATES  SUPPLIES 

Considerable  detailed  information  was  furnished  to  the  committee 
concerning  the  extent  to  which  lend-lease  operations  have  been 
responsible  for  shortages  of  supplies,  for  our  own  armed  forces  and 
civilians.  The  effect  of  lend-lease  upon  our  available  domestic 
supplies  has  been  greatly  overstated  in  numerous  false  rumors. 
Every  possible  safeguard  has  been  set  up  to  make  certain  that  the 
productive  resources  of  this  country  are  used  for  the  most  effective 
prosecution  of  the  war  and  that  lend-lease  and  other  supplies  are 
allocated  to  our  allies  only  after  most  careful  consideration  of  the 
needs  of  our  own  armed  forces  and  civilian  population. 

Planes,  tanks,  guns,  and  other  finished  munitions  supplied  by  us  to 
our  allies  under  lend-lease  constitute  .58  percent  of  total  lend-lease 
goods  transferred.  These  lend-lease  munitions  have  been  equivalent 
to  about  14  percent  of  the  total  United  States  production  of  munitions. 
Sales  of  munitions  to  our  allies  have  amounted  to  about  2  percent  of 
our  production.  Thus  84  percent  of  all  our  tremendously  increased 
munitions  production  has  been  retained  for  use  by  our  own  armed 
forces. 

The  proportion  of  our  food  production  which  we  have  lend-leased 
each  year  is  as  follows:  2  percent  in  1941,  6  percent  in  1942,  9  percent 
in  1943,  and  8  percent  in  1944.  These  figures  do  not  take  into  account 
the  tremendous  quantities  of  food  which  our  allies  have  supplied  from 
their  own  resources  to  our  armed  forces  under  reverse  lend-lease  and 
which  we  would  otherwise  have  had  to  supply  from  the  United  States. 

Lend-lease  exports  of  beef  and  veal  in  1944  amounted  to  only 
seven-tenths  of  1  percent  of  our  supply.  This  amounts  to  9  ounces  per 
person  per  year  in  the  United  States.  We  have  received  under 
reverse  lend-lease  about  three-fourths  as  much  beef  and  veal  as  we 
have  lend-leased.  In  other  words,  the  net  amount  of  beef  and  veal 
which  went  out  under  lend-lease  in  1944  amounts  to  about  a  con¬ 
sumption  of  2%  ounces  per  person  per  year  in  the  United  States. 
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Lend-lease  exports  of  butter  in  1944  amounted  to  4  percent  of  our 
supply,  and  wo  have  received  under  reverse  lend-lease  more  than  one- 
third  as  much  butter  as  we  lend-leased. 

The  percentages  of  our  supply  of  certain  representative  industrial 
materials  which  were  shipped  under  lend-lease  in  1944  are  as  follows: 
Lend-lease  exports  of  iron  and  steel  amounted  to  4.6  percent  of  our 
supply;  farm  machinery,  3.7  percent;  tires  and  tubes,  5.4  percent; 
cotton  piece  goods,  1.8  percent;  lumber  and  lumber  products,  2.5 
percent;  paper,  0.8  percent; pulp,  1.1  percent. 

The  great  bulk  of  the  requirements  of  our  allies  for  these  items  is 
supplied  from  their  own  production.  Lend-lease  shipments  help  to 
meet  the  critical  deficits  in  our  allies’  war  production.  Iron  and  steel 
and  other  metals  shipped  under  lend-lease  help  our  allies  to  make,  in 
their  own  arsenals  and  factories,  tanks,  guns,  planes,  ammunition, 
and  other  war  supplies  which  are  in  action  every  day  against  the  same 
enemies  that  our  own  boys  face.  Lend-lease  farm  machinery,  sent 
primarily  to  Britain,  Australia,  New  Zealand,  and  north  Africa,  have 
enabled  them  greatly  to  increase  their  food  production  in  order  to  help 
supply  our  forces  under  reverse  lend-lease  as  well  as  other  Allied 
forces  and  their  own  populations.  Lend-lease  tires  and  tubes  are  for 
Allied  military  equipment  and  essential  war  transport  vehicles.  Lend- 
lease  cotton  piece  goods  are  for  Allied  military  personnel  and  essential 
war  workers.  Lend-lease  lumber  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of  air¬ 
planes  such  as  the  famous  Mosquito  bomber,  for  the  repair  of  ships 
and  bridges,  and  the  manufacture  of  ammunition  boxes  and  other 
essential  war  equipment.  Lend-lease  paper  and  wood  pulp  are 
required  for  a  wide  variety  of  military  and  essential  war  production 
and  industrial  uses  which  promote  the  effective  prosecution  of  the 
common  war  effort. 


MUTUAL  WAR  AID - REVERSE  LEND-LEASE 

Our  common  cause  and  the  progress  of  American  arms  are  aided 
immeasurably  by  the  gallant  fighting  of  our  allies  as  is  their  progress 
to  victory  by  our  fighting. 

In  this  war  the  United  Nations  have  all  drawn  strength  from  each 
other — our  allies  from  us,  and  we  from  them.  The  mutual  war-aid 
programs  of  the  United  Nations  are  providing  the  weapons  needed 
for  victory  on  every  front  and  on  the  production  lines  behind  those 
fronts. 

More  than  $4,000,000,000  of  vitally  needed  war  supplies  and  serv¬ 
ices  have  been  furnished  by  our  allies  to  the  United  States  and  our 
armed  forces  under  reverse  lend-lease  and  without  payment  by  us. 
The  major  share  of  reverse  lend-lease  aid  we  have  received  has  come 
from  the  British  Commonwealth.  France,  Belgium,  and  Holland, 
however,  which  are  now  in  whole  or  in  part  liberated,  are  contributing 
to  the  United  Nations  war  supply  pool  at  a  rapidly  increasing  rate, 
and  we  have  already  received  vital  supplies  and  services  from  these 
countries  under  reverse  lend-lease. 

In  view  of  the  comprehensive  and  up-to-date  nature  of  the  reports 
on  reverse  lend-lease  operations  contained  in  the  printed  record  of  the 
hearings  before  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  and  in  the  Seven¬ 
teenth  and  Eighteenth  Reports  to  Congress  on  Lend-Lease  Operations, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  include  in  this  report  a  detailed  review  of  those 
activities. 


6  EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE  ACT  (H.  R.  2013) 

CONCLUSION 

Lend-lease  must  be  continued,  through  the  extension  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act,  until  the  final  day  of  unconditional  surrender  by  Germany 
and  Japan. 

Lend-lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  have  been  the  supply  mechanism 
bv  which  the  full  manpower  and  resources  of  the  Allies  have  been 
successfully  mobilized  in  gigantic  and  coordinated  movements  covering 
many  vast  theaters  of  combat  all  over  the  world.  In  Germany,  the 
American  and  other  Allied  armies  are  hammering  heavy  blows  from 
the  west,  south,  and  east,  aimed  at  a  knock-out  of  Nazi  military  power. 

In  the  Far  East,  although  we  have  not  yet  engaged  the  main  Japanese 
armies  on  the  mainland  of  Japan  and  on  the  Chinese  mainland,  Amer¬ 
ican  and  other  Allied  ground,  naval,  and  air  forces  are  engaged  over 
thousands  of  miles  of  ocean  and  land  in  an  accelerated  and  increasingly 
successful  combined  fight  against  a  fanatic  enemy. 

As  Secretary  Stimson  observed,  “We  are  at  the  crisis  of  the  war,  but 
we  are  not  yet  at  its  finish.”  Swiftly  repeated  and  more  powerful 
blows  must  be  struck  at  the  enemy  if  we  are  not  to  lose  the  fruits  of  , 
our  best  efforts  and  delay  the  day  of  final  victory.  The  continuation 
of  lend-lease  is  indispensable  to  achieve  a  complete  and  final  victory 
at  an  early  date  with  the  least  cost  in  American  and  Allied  lives. 
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H.  R.  2013 

[Report  No.  178] 


IN  THE  SENATE  0 E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  14  (legislative  day,  March  12),  1945 
Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 

April  5  (legislative  day,  March  16),  1945 
Reported  by  Mr.  Connally,  without  amendment 


AN  ACT 

To  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as 
amended. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  JRepresenta- 

2  tives  of  the  United,  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  an  Act  to  promote  the 

4  defense  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 

5  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “June  30,  1945” 

6  wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

7  “June  30,  1946”;  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1948”  and  in- 

8  serting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1949”;  and  by  striking  out 

9  “July  1,  1945”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1946”; 
10  and  subsection  (b)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 


2 


1  striking  out  “June  30,  1948”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

2  “June  30,  1949”. 

3  Sec.  2.  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  such  Act  is 

4  further  amended  by  striking  out  the  period  after  the  word 

5  “earlier”,  inserting  a  semicolon,  and  the  following  new 

6  language:  “Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  section  3  (c) 

7  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the  President  to  enter  into 

8  or  carry  out  any  contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign 

9  government  for  postwar  relief,  postwar  rehabilitation  or 

10  postwar  reconstruction;  except  that  a  contract  or  agreement 

11  entered  into  in  accordance  with  this  Act  in  which  the  United 

12  States  undertakes  to  furnish  to  a  foreign  government  defense 

13  articles,  services,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prosecution 

14  of  the  present  war  and  which  provides  for  the  disposition, 

15  on  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President, 

16  of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or  information  after 

17  the  President  determines  they  are  no  longer  necessary  for 

18  use  by  such  government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the 

19  United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  he  for  postwar  relief, 

20  postwar  rehabilitation  or  postwar  reconstruction.” 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  March  13,  1945. 

Attest;  SOUTH  TRIMBLE, 

Clerk. 
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Read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations 

April  5  (legislative  day,  March  16),  1945 
Reported  without  amendment 
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OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE 
Legislative  Reports,  and  Service. Section 


79th~lst,  No.68 


DIGEST  OK^ROCEEBINGS  OF  COEGRESS  OF 'INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
(issued  April  10,  1945,  f°r  actions  of  Monday,  April  9,  1945) 

v  '  * 

(For  staff  of  The  Department  only) 


Adjournment . 22 

Claims . .........  2k 

Commerce . 15 

Commodity  credit ........  12 

Congressional  organ¬ 
ization . 8,3*+' 

Cooperatives . y 

Dairy  industry . ’9 

Executive  authority .  l4 

Fisheries . J .  y/l . 20 

Food  distribution . 25 

Food  production . 17 


CONTENTS 

Food  supply . 16,31 

Foreign  relief . IS 

Foreign  trade . 28 

Forestry. . . .  .26 

Hops < . iN^ . *  2 3 4 5 

'ormation . v. _ 23 

[rrigation . 35 

Lands,  puhlic...  . X 


Purchasing . 33 

Reclamat  ion. . . . 3*10,35 

Regional  authorities. .. .10 

Report. . . 19 

Small  "business .  6 

Subsidies .  9 

Tariff..... . 30 

.  A  _  _ _  Taxation . 27 

Lend-lease .  1  Transportati  on . 1,5.25 

Marketing . 2, 28  Veterans . \ . . .  .29 

Minerals, . 7»H  Eater  utilization.  .4,  10,13 

Price  control . 12,28,81 

‘  V 


HIGHLXGHTS;  Senate  delated  lend-lease  extension;  passed  hill  removing  limitation  on 
fops -marketing  order;  passed  SWPC-extension  hill.  Sen.  Reed  submitted  resolu¬ 
tion  to  investigate  boxcar  shortage. 


SENATE 

LEND-LEASE.  Began  debate  on  H.R.2013,  to  continue  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for  1  year 
(pp*  32*+9-75)  •  Sen.  Taft,  Ohio,  submitted  an  amendment,  to  strike  out  the  pro¬ 
vision  that  contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  in  accordance,  with  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  for  articles,  etc. ,  for  prosecution  of  the  present  war  shall  not  be 
deemed  no st-war  relief,  rehabilitation, ' or  reconstruction  (pp.  3270-5). 

Sen.  Langer,  N.Dak.,  ando.thers  discussed  the  "shortage"  of  boxcars  for  grain 
t ranspo r t at i o n  (pp.  325*-! — 67 ) • 


MARKETING  AGREEMENTS;  HOPS.  Passed  without  pmendment  S.  427,  to  repeal  the  provi- 
I.S-  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  w’^.ich  limit  to  Sept.  1,  1945, 

the  effectiveness  of  a  hops  marketing  order  (p.  3243).  . 

3.  RECLAMATION.  Passed  without  amendment  H.R.1534,  to.  amen.d,  the  Fact  Finders  Act  (p. 
3240) .  This  bill  will'-^w  be  sent  to  the  President* 

Passed  as  reported  S. '37.,,  to  amend  the  Reclamation  Project  Act  so  as  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  time  within  vhlch  amendatory  contracts  may  be  made  (pp.  3239~4o). 

■ 


4.  EATER  UTILIZATION.  Passed  without  "amendment  H.R.  9l4,  granting  the  consent  of  Con¬ 

gress  to  Colo,  and’ Kans.  to-  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  for  the  division 
of  the  waters  of  the^Arlcansas  River  (p.  3.23,9)*  ^his  bill  .  will  now  be  sent  to  the 
President . 

5. TRAIISPOR5LATTON.  Agreed  to  Sen.  Tydings*  motion  to  reconsider  the  bill  after  having 
as' reported  S.  47,  making  miscellaneous  amendments  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (p.  3238). 


-  2  - 


6..  SMALL  BUSINESS.  Passed  as  reported  S.  105,  to  extend  the  Smaller  War  Plants  Corpo 
ration  until  Dec.  31>  1946  (pp.  3237~S) . 


7 .  MINERALS.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  27,  to  provide  for  suspending  enforcement  ' 
of  certain  obligations  against  gold  and  silver  nine  operators  who  are  forced  to] 
cease  operations  because  of  the  war  (pp.  3246-7) .  • ” 


g.  CONGEES SI C:NAL  ORGANIZATION.  Sen.  Wiley,  Wis. ,  inserted  and  conmended  for  study 
the  findings  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Organization  of  Congress  (pp.  323°“7l 


9.  DAIRY  SUBSIDIES.  Received  a  Yt.  Legislature  resolution  opposing  the  Hpropoeod 
schedule  of  dairy  production  payments  as  announced  by"  WFA  (p.  323l)- 


10..,  MISSOURI.  VALLEY  AUTHORITY.  Receive  d^Ka  ns.  Legislature  resolution  favoring  the 
proposed  improvement  program  for  the  Missouri  River  basin  'but  opposing  the 
granting  of  unchecked  authority  to  some  administrative  agency  "to  engage  in 
-•  private  business,  operate  farms,,,  remove  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  land 
from  the  tax  rolls,  take  over  the  administration  of  education  'arid  of  local  and. 
State  laws,  and  in  general  to  do  the  economic  planning  for  the  entire  area"  (p' 

.3232). . .  .  . .  ■ ,  7  "■  ’  • 


11.  PETROLEUM.  Received  Petroleum  Investigating  Committee1 s  interim  report  pursuan 
to  S.  Res.  36,  authorizing  a  full  and  complete  study  and  investigation  with 
respect  to  petroleum  and  petroleum  products  (  S.  Rept.  179)-  (p.  3230  )• 


I 


12.  BASIC  COMMODITIES.  Received  a  United  Eresh  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Assn,  resolu¬ 
tion  urging  that  white  potatoes  be  included  in  the  list  of  basic  agricultural 
products  and  that  CCC  be  empowered  to  provide  a  price  support  for  this  com¬ 
modity  (p.  3232). 


13.  MEXICAN  WATER  TREATY.  Continued  debate  on- this  proposed  treaty  .(pp»  3225-30)  • 
Sen.  Smith,  N.J.,  inserted  former  President  Hoover  * s  letter  criticizing 
aspects  of  the  proposed  trehty  together  with  Sen.  Milikin* s  (Colo.)  comments 
on  ,the  letter  (pp.  3223-30).  '  '  -  \ 


Ci 


l4.  EXECUTIVE  AUTHORITY.  Received  a  Mass.  Legislature  V  resolution  opposing  the 

Federal  Government’s  "infringement  on  the  rights  of  the  separate  States"  (pp.  ' 
3230-1).  .1 


15.  COMMERCE.  Received  a  Kans.  Legislature  resolution  urging  Congress  to  amend  the] 
Constitution  by  limiting  and  defining  the ’commerce  clause  (pp*  3231-2).  . 


l6. 'FOOD  SUPPLY.  Sen,  Capper,  Nans.,-  inserted  a  Kansas  State  Board,  of  Agriculture'? 
letter  stating  that  the  "food  potentialities  in  Kansas  in  1945  are^greator 
■than  was  the  case  a  year  ago"  (pp.  3232-3).  s. 


HOUSE 
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.IT-  HOG  PRODUCTION.  Rep.  'Ho even,-  -  Iowa,  urged  that  the  $13-75  floor  price  on  hogs 
be  restored  in  order  to-eneourage-production  (p.  3277)* 


13.  WAR  RELIEF.  Rep.  Stefan,  Nebr.,  urged  that  U.S.  food,  clothing,  and  medical 
aid  be  sent  to'  the  Philippines  (p.  3277 )  • 


19.  RECONSTRUCTION  FINANCE  CORPORATION'S  Dec.  1944  report  received.  To  Banicing  and] 

On:  -  ■  •  “  -  -  -  7-  J  '  ) 
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-pliis-a-fixed-fee  or  cost-reimbursable 
contracts  of  the  United  States  of  paying 
fees  or  kick-hacks  was  announced  as  next 
in  order. 

Mr.  CORDON-  an<T  Mr.  TAFT  asked 
that  the  biff  be  passed  over-. 

The' PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
-^Will  be  passed  over. 

The  bill  fH.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  1 
year  the  provisions  of  an  act  to  promote 
the  defense  of  the  United  States,  ap¬ 
proved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended,  was 
announced  as  next  in  order. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  let  the 
bill  go  over. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  passed  over. 

That  completes  the  calendar. 

EXTENSION  OP  LEND-LEASE 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
last  bill  called  on  the  calendar,  House 
bill  2013,  provides  for  the  extension  of 
lend-lease.  It  is  important  that  this 
proposed  legislation  be  considered  at  the 
very  earliest  possible  date.  Therefore, 
inasmuch  as  we  have  completed  the  call 
of  the  calendar,  I  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  Calendar 
No.  176,  House  bill  2013. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
(H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  a  period  of  1 
year  an  act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the 
United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  wish  to  take  the  floor  away  from 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  or  any  of  the  majority  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee,  if  they  wish  to 
make  a  preliminary  statement  on  the 
subject  of  the  pending  bill.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  am  obliged  to  leave  the  Chamber 
shortly,  and  I  am  anxious  to  make  a 
statement  of  my  own  respecting  this  bill. 
If  it  is  agreeable,  I  shall  proceed. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  that 
is  entirely  agreeable  to  me. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  The  Senator  collab¬ 
orated  with  us  in  the  committee  on  the 
bill,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  him  make  a 
statement. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
rise,  from  the  minority  side  of  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to  join 
in  recommending  the  approval  of  the 
pending  bill,  which  would  extend  lend- 
lease  for  another  year,  or  for  such  shorter 
period  as  Congress  may  direct  by  con¬ 
current  resolution. 

Lend-lease  is  an  integrated  part  of  the 
war  effort  of  the  United  Nations.  We 
could  no  more  sensibly  withdraw  it  in 
our  own  self-interest,  pending  conclusive 
victory,  than  we  could  withdraw  our  ar¬ 
mies  or  navies  from  the  combat  zones. 
Under  lend-lease  America  has  made  a 
contribution  of  astronomical  proportions 
to  the  common  cause  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  a  contribution  the  nature  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  which  is  without  parallel  in  hu¬ 
man  relations.  From  March  1941  to  De¬ 
cember  1944  it  amounted  to  $35,000,000,- 
000,  offset  by  reverse  lend-lease  amount¬ 
ing  to  about  $4,000,000,000.  Theoretically 
it  is  returnable,  or  repayable  in  various 


forms  and  offsets;  but  actually  few  of  us 
have  any  het  illusions  upon  this  score. 
The  intermingling  of  United  Nations’  re¬ 
sources  in  a  common  effort,  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  the  destruction  of  those  resources 
in  total  global  war  makes  a  mathematical 
balance  impossible.  I  therefore  suggest 
that  the  incalculable  importance  of  lend- 
lease  is  ever  to  be  borne  in  mind  when¬ 
ever  and  wherever  America’s  role  in  this 
war  is  measured.  All  our  allies  have 
made  great  contributions  to  this  common 
and  triumphant  effort,  some  of  them 
equally  incalculable  in  terms  of  human 
suffering  and  appalling  devastation, 
which  we  have  been  spared.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  put  a  cash  estimate  upon 
these  precious  human  values.  There¬ 
fore,  any  comparisons  are  invidious.  I 
simply  suggest,  as  we  review  lend-lease, 
that  in  addition  to  our  superbly  heroic 
fighting  sons  on  every  battlefront  be¬ 
neath  the  sun,  we  are  entitled  to  count 
lend-lease  as  one  of  the  magnificent 
American  contributions  to  this  common 
victory  over  the  foes  of  civilization. 

Before  I  take  my  seat  I  wish  to  clear 
up  some  popular  misunderstandings  re¬ 
garding  lend-lease.  It  is  no  service  to 
our  mutual  international  relationship, 
upon  the  friendly  maintenance  of  which 
the  post-war  hopes  of  America  and  the 
world  depend,  but  on  the  contrary  it  is 
distinct  disservice  for  our  people  to 
nourish  needless  prejudices  based  upon 
erroneous  conceptions  which  flow  from 
groundless  rumors  and  fantastic  gossip, 
which  are  always  cumulatively  conta¬ 
gious  in  time  of  war.  I  shall  revert  to 
this  phase  of  the  problems  before  I  con¬ 
clude. 

It  is  equally  essential,  Mr.  President, 
that  there  be  no  misunderstandings  at 
home  or  abroad;  that  lend-lease  stops 
when  hostilities  cease;  that  lend-lease  is 
intended  by  the  Congress  to  be  exclu¬ 
sively  an  instrument  of  war;  and  that  it 
must  not  be  used  by  our  own  adminis¬ 
trators,  nor  can  such  use  be  anticipated 
by  our  allies,  for  post-war  relief,  reha¬ 
bilitation,  or  reconstruction.  The  clearer 
this  distinction  is  emphasized  now  the 
safer  we  shall  all  be  from  tomorrow’s  dis¬ 
appointments  and  tomorrow’s  bitterness. 
The  purpose  of  the  pending  bill  is  not 
only  to  extend  lend-lease  through  the 
duration  of  hostilities  but  also  to  make 
textually  clear  that  it  does  not  extend 
beyond  hostilities  except  for  liquidation 
purposes.  I  support  the  bill  for  both 
purposes  and  both  objectives. 

Mr.  President,  the  critically  impor¬ 
tant  part  of  the  original  1941  Lend- 
Lease  Act,  in  connection  with  the  post¬ 
war  problem,  is  section  3  (c).  With  its 
original  dates  changed  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  pending  renewal  bill,  section 
3  (c)  reads  as  follows: 

(c)  After  June  30,  1946,  or  after  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  a  concurrent  resolution  by  the  two 
Houses  before  June  30,  1946,  which  declares 
that  the  powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant 
to  subsection  (aju  are  no  longer  necessary 
to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States, 
neither  the  President  nor  the  head  of  any 
department  or  agency  shall  exercise  any  of 
the  powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  (a);  except  that  until  July  1,  1949, 
any  of  such  powers  may  be  exercised  to  the 


extent  necessary  to  carry  out  a  contract  or 
agreement  with  such  a  foreign  country  made 
before  July  1,  1946,  or  before  the  passage  of 
such  concurrent  resolution,  whichever  is  the 
earlier.  , 

Mr.  President,  in  my  view  the  intent  of 
this  language  was  clear,  even  though  the 
construction  placed  upon  it  could  be  am¬ 
biguous.  It  did  not  and  does  not  mean 
that  lend-lease  commitments  for  post¬ 
war  uses  can  be  made  prior  to  the  termi- 
nartion  of  hostilities  and  then  executed 
in  a  subsequent  3 -year  period.  This 
subsequent  3 -year  period  is  provided 
solely  as  a  period  of  liquidation  for  un¬ 
finished  war  contracts  made  solely  for 
war  purposes  during  the  progress  of  the 
war.  Lend-lease  is  an  instrument  of 
war  and  nothing  else.  It  was  not  in¬ 
tended,  it  is  not  and  it  must  not  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  become  an  instrument  of  post¬ 
war  relief,  rehabilitation,  and  recon¬ 
struction. 

In  passing  House  bill  2013,  the  pend¬ 
ing  measure,  the  House  took  occasion 
further  to  nail  down  these  limitations, 
in  the  following  proviso  which  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  has 
approved : 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  section 
3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  post-war  reconstruction — 

And  so  forth.  This  total  proviso  ought 
to  leave  no  final  room  for  doubt  that 
lend-lease  shall  not  be  used,  even  in¬ 
directly,  for  post-war  purposes.  It  is, 
of  course,  inevitable  that  some  commod¬ 
ities  have  a  dual  use,  both  war  and  post¬ 
war.  It  is  not  meant  that  such  com¬ 
modities  shall  be  presently  barred  under 
lend-lease  simply  because  they  may 
have  a  use  which  extends  over  into  the 
post-war  period.  That  would  defeat  even 
the  war  purp&ses  of  the  bill.  But  it  is 
meant  that  in  the  assignment  of  lend- 
lease  commodities  our  administrators 
shall  use  sound  judgment  in  the  alloca¬ 
tion  of  dual-purpose  supplies,  particu¬ 
larly  as  we  approach  the  deadline  when 
hostilities  will  cease,  so  that  the  con¬ 
gressional  intent  shall  be  scrupulously 
observed. 

Despite  all  the  law  we  can  write  upon 
the  subject,  however,  it  is  inevitable  that 
the  success  of  observance  of  the  congres¬ 
sional  intent  is  finally  dependent  upon 
the  discretion  of  the  Lend-Lease  Admin¬ 
istration.  Therefore,  the  attitudes  and 
interpretations  of  Administrator  Leo  T. 
Crowley  become  of  vital  concern.  Under 
such  circumstances,  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
the  testimony  of  Administrator  Crowley 
has  repeatedly  demonstrated  that  he 
totally  concurs  in  this  expressed  congres¬ 
sional  intent,  and  that  it  is  his  repeatedly 
asserted  purpose  to  live,  so  far  as  hu¬ 
manly  possible,  within  the  literal  text  of 
the  law.  But  we  cannot  close  our  eyes 
to  the  fact  that,  despite  every  legislative 
precaution,  we  are  finally  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Administrator,  checked  solely  by 
the  vigilant  use  of  our  own  appropriat¬ 
ing  power. 

I  am  glad  to  assert  that  I  have  the 
greatest  confidence  in  Administrator 
Crowley  in  this  regard.  He  was  asked 
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many  times,  and  in  many  different  ways, 
in  both  the  House  hearings  and  the  Sen¬ 
ate  hearings  on  this  bill,  how  he  feels 
about  his  authority  under  the  bill.  He 
never  failed  to  make  the  same  unquali¬ 
fied  answer.  It  may  be  summed  up  in  a 
quotation  of  his  testimony  at  page  53  of 
the  House  hearings.  Mr.  Crowley  said: 

I  do  not  think  we  have  any  right  to  use 
lend-lease  for  post-war  economic  purposes. 

There  has  been  considerable  public 
discussion  regarding  the  new  lend-lease 
agreement  with  Prance.  Mr.  Crowley 
discussed  this  specifically  in  his  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  Senate  committee.  I 
think  it  discloses  the  right  way  in  which 
Congress  wants  all  lend-lease  handled  in 
this  aspect.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  read 
briefly  from  Mr.  Crowley’s  testimony  on 
the  French  agreement,  because  I  think 
it  is  significant,  illuminating,  and  re¬ 
assuring.  Mr.  Crowley’s  report  to  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
contained  the  following  statement: 

The  basic  purpose  of  the  French  agreement 
Is  to  provide  the  supplies  and  services  needed 
by  France  to  mobilize  and  fully  use  her  re¬ 
sources  and  manpower  in  the  prosecution  of 
the  war.  Eight  French  divisions  and  300 
supporting  units  aggregating  in  all  some 
225,000  men,  in  addition  to  a  French  air 
force  of  more  than  15,000  men,  equipped 
with  lend-lease  arms  and  other  supplies,  are 
now  fighting  into  the  heart  of  Germany. 

The  Army  and  the  Foreign  Economic 
Administration  have  undertaken  to  fur¬ 
nish  arms  for  an  additional  eight  French 
divisions.  Continental  France,  as  we  all 
know,  is  also  an  important  base  of  Allied 
military  operations.  French  ports,  trans¬ 
portation  facilities,  and  war  industries, 
through  reverse  lend-lease,  are  playing 
a  vital  role  in  support  of  our  fighting 
forces.  Tires,  tents,  and  other  war  sup¬ 
plies  are  being  produced  in  French  fac¬ 
tories  and  by  French  manpower  under 
reverse  lend-lease,  and  with  the  help  of 
lend-lease  France  can  furnish  a  far 
greater  volume  of  reverse  lend-lease 
which  can  further  help  to  shorten  the 
war.  The  French  agreement  protects 
the  United  States  interests  by  determin¬ 
ing  some  of  the  obligations  of  France  in 
advance  of  the  war’s  final  conclusion. 
The  French  have  agreed  to  pay  for  long¬ 
life  supplies  such  as  locomotives  and 
freight  cars  which  may  have  some  resid¬ 
ual  peacetime  use.  They  have  also 
agreed  to  pay  for  any  supplies  in  the 
program  which  may  be  produced  too  late 
to  be  of  use  by  the  French  in  the  war, 
and  which  are  not  more  urgently  needed 
by  this  country  for  other  purposes.  Thus 
the  agreement  provides  for  an  orderly 
and  efficient  liquidation  of  the  agreed 
supply  program  when  the  war  actually 
ends,  in  a  manner  which  helps  to  reduce 
our  post-war  surplus  problem,  our  con¬ 
tract  termination  problems,  and  the 
waste  of  our  materials  and  manpower. 
In  addition,  the  agreement  specifically 
reserves  the  right  of  the  United  States 
to  withhold  supplies  whenever  it  is  in  our 
national  interest  to  do  so. 

I  may  say,  Mr.  President,  that  to  my 
way  of  thinking  that  is  the  use  of  Mr. 
Crowley’s  discretion  in  a  fashion  which 
Congress  should  approve  because  it  im¬ 
plements  the  congressional  intent  upon 
which  I  have  been  endeavoring  to  put  my 
great  emphasis. 


I  have  also  said,  Mr.  President,  that 
real  congressional  control  is  through  ap¬ 
propriations.  It  is  at  this  point  that  the 
lend-lease  program,  it  seems  to  me,  be¬ 
comes  much  too  vague.  In  the  course 
of  the  conduct  of  the  war,  particularly 
in  its  earlier  and  more  desperate  stages, 
we  resorted  to  many  hasty  legislative  de¬ 
vices  in  providing  arms  for  both  our¬ 
selves  and  our  allies.  We  made  direct 
lend-lease  appropriations,  and  we  au¬ 
thorized  transfers  from  other  appropria¬ 
tions.  As  a  result  the  balance  sheet  pre¬ 
sents  a  confused  and  often  imponder¬ 
able  contemplation.  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  some  figures  in 
this  regard. 

I  said  a  moment  ago  that  Lend-Lease 
has  spent  a  total  of  $36,000,000,000. 
Where  did  it  come  from?  It  came  from 
a  total  of  $28,000,000,000  in  actual  di¬ 
rect  appropriations  to  the  President  for 
lend-lease  purposes.  It  came,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  from  a  total  of  $35,970,000,000  of 
transfers  authorized  from  the  appropri¬ 
ations  for  the  War  Department,  the  Navy 
Department,  and  kindred  war  agencies  of 
the  Government.  In  other  words,  at  the 
present  time,  with  the  war  reaching  its 
maximum  tempo  on  the  European  front, 
although  lend-lease  up  to  the  moment 
has  expended  only  $36,000,000,000  it  has 
had  a  total  appropriation  authorization 
of  $64,000,000,000,  and  will  presently 
make  a  request  for  additional  direct  ap¬ 
propriations.  I  repeat,  Mr.  President, 
that  in  the  throes  of  the  earlier  crisis  of 
the  war  it  was  probably  necessary  for 
some  of  this  improvisation  to  occur. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  ’’resident,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment..  It  seems  to  me  that  we  have 
now  reached  a  point  where  we  should 
need  no  longer  to  confront  any  such  maze 
or  conglomeration  of  fiscal  mathematics. 

I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  from 
Michigan  has  referred  to  the  fact  that 
direct  appropriations  to  the  President 
amount  to  approximately  $28,000,000,000 
for  lend-lease. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  And  that  the  addi¬ 
tional  exchange  or  transfer  from  ma¬ 
terials  abroad  by  the  War  and  Navy  De¬ 
partments  to  our  allies  would  bring  the 
total  up  to  approximately  $64,000  JDO.OOO. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  it  not  true  that 
the  $28,000,000,000  has  been  largely  ex¬ 
hausted,  and  only  the  difference  between 
approximately  $28,000,000,000  and  $35,- 
000,000,000  has  been  used  by  way  of  trans¬ 
fer,  so  as  to  make  the  total  available 
amount  approximately  $35,000,000,000  or 
$38,000,000,000? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  might  be 
the  net  result  of  the  mathematics,  but  I 
must  say  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
in  all  candor  that  this  method  of  ex¬ 
penditure  is  so  interlocking  and  so  in¬ 
volved  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
make  a  categorical  reply  to  the  Senator’s 
question. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  that. 
Out  of  the  total  money  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  to  which  the  Senator  has  re¬ 
ferred,  and  out  of  the  total  possible 
transfers  of  material  in  kind,  a  much 
larger  amount  could  have  been  given  by 
lend-lease  to  the  allies  than  was  given. 


My  point  is  that  I  believe  that  the  trans¬ 
ferable  part  of  the  $35,000,000,000  to 
which  the  Senator  has  referred  consists 
of  approximately  the  difference  between 
$28,000,000,000  in  cash  and  the  $35,000,- 
000,000. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  That  may  be. 
The  Senator  will  understand  that  I  am 
not  complaining  against  any  direct  addi¬ 
tional  appropriations  for  lend-lease. 
f—  Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  understand. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
what  I  am  saying  is  that  the  time  has 
passed  when  there  should  be  unexpended 
authorizations  of  one  kind  or  another, 
amounting  to  a  net  of  approximately 
$28,000,000,000  floating  around  in  a  twi¬ 
light  zone  of  loose  uncertainty.  There 
still  may  be  flexibility,  but  there  should 
be  no  longer  any  need  of  ambiguity  as  to 
our  lend-lease  commitments.  We  can¬ 
not  reach  that  phase  of  the  matter  in  this 
particular  bill  because  this  is  merely  an 
extension  of  the  general  basic  lend-lease 
authority  for  another  year.  When  ap¬ 
propriations  are  sought  under  this  ex¬ 
tension  I  hope  the  vigilant  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  of  the  Senate  will  en¬ 
deavor  to  take  some  of  the  dubious 
elastic  out  of  these  blank  checks  upon 
the  Public  Treasury. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  understand  how 
the  Appropriations  Committee  can  act 
as  a  check  when  already  there  has  been 
appropriated  more  money  than  can  pos¬ 
sibly  be  spent  in  the  next  12  months. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  should  be  put 
into  this  bill  a  cancelation  of  the  pre¬ 
existing  unused  appropriation. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
sympathize  with  my  friend’s  viewpoint  in 
respect  to  this  problem.  But  as  I  stated 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Barkley],  these  expenditures  are  so  in¬ 
terlocking  in  respect  to  previous  trans¬ 
fers  and  to  balances  in  direct  appropria¬ 
tions  that  I  would  not  feel  free  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  in  connection  with 
this  particular  bill,  to  undertake  a 
blanket  denunciation  of  all  the  remain¬ 
ing  power  of  transfer.  But  I  repeat  that 
when  the  next  Lend-Lease  request  for  a 
direct  appropriation  under  this  extension 
comes  before  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  situation 
will  clearly  call  for  a  most  scrupulous  sur¬ 
vey  of  all  the  direct  and  indirect  resources 
which  L§nd-Lease  enjoys.  Inasmuch  as 
the  greatest  burden  on  the  lend-lease 
task  will  soon  be  relieved,  I  think  that 
from  now  on  we  should  be  able  to  deal  in 
far  more  specifically  channeled  funds. 

By  way  of  illustration,  I  may  add  that 
we  were  told  in  the  committee  that  upon 
the  termination  of  hostilities  in  Europe 
the  British  lend-lease  commitments  for 
the  subsequent  12  months  will  be  only 
about  one-half  of  what  they  were  in  the 
preceding  year  under  full  hostilities  on 
both  fronts. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  What  are  the  ap¬ 
proximate  figures? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  British  lend- 
lease  during  the  past  12  months  was  ap¬ 
proximately  $10,000,000,000.  The  con¬ 
templated  amount  during  the  first  year 
after  the  end  of  hostilities  in  Europe,  is 
approximately  $5,000,000,000. 
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This  leads  me,  Mr.  President,  to  what 
I  believe  to  be  a  desperately  important 
generalization.  I  am  not  meaning  to 
say,  for  an  instant,  that  the  United 
States  does  not  have  an  interest — even 
a  self-interest — and  an  obligation  in  re¬ 
spect  to  relief,  rehabilitation,  and  recon¬ 
struction  in  the  external,  post-war  world. 
On  the  contrary,  I  accept  a  substantial 
responsibility  in  this  aspect.  I  simply 
lay  down  what  I  believe  to  be  the  indis¬ 
pensable  proposition  that  this  is  a  con¬ 
templation  which  is  separate  from  the 
war  and  distinct  in  itself;  that  our  ex¬ 
ternal  post-war  budgets  must  not  be  con¬ 
fused  with  our  war  budgets;  and  that 
Congress  must  have  a  direct  and  con¬ 
scious  opportunity  to  deal  with  external 
post-war  relief,  rehabilitation,  and  re¬ 
construction  of  their  own  independent 
merits. 

To  this  end,  I  respectfully  suggest-fhat 
the  administration  should  prepare  for 
us  an  over-all  estimate  of  the  total  com¬ 
mitments  which  it  contemplates  in  this 
post-war  field.  Instead  of  a  reckless 
piece-meal  process  which  deals  from  time 
to  time  with  sectors  of  the  problem — un¬ 
related  to  the  problem  as  a  whole — we 
should  be  able  to  judge  each  sector 
against  the  background  of  the  whole. 
Otherwise  we  cannot  act  with  prudence 
and  foresight  or  with  the  elementary 
precaution  which  we  owe  to  our  own 
people. 

Let  me'  indicate  precisely  what  I  mean. 
What  will  be  asked  of  us  in  respect  to 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  within  the  foreseeable  fu¬ 
ture — even  though  it  be  at  best  only  a 
speculative  guess? 

What  will  be  asked  of  us  for  vividly 
necessary  relief  in  places  which  U.  N. 
R.  R.  A.  does  not  reach? 

What  will  be  asked  of  us  in  the  lend- 
lease  hang-over? 

What  will  be  asked  of  us  under  the 
Bretton  Woods  agreements? 

What  expenditures  are  contemplated 
in  the  great  name  of  pan-American  co¬ 
operation  in  the  immediate  years  to 
come? 

What  is  our  expected  financial  stake 
in  various  other  international  organiza¬ 
tions,  present  and  prospective? 

What  will  be  our  expenditures  in  the 
rehabilition  of  the  Philippines — a  chal¬ 
lenge  which  has  a  priority  right-of-way? 
What  will  be  asked  of  us  in  respect  to 
the  expanded  Export-Import  Bank? 

What  is  contemplated  by  way  of  di¬ 
rect  Government  post-war  credits  to  our 
Allied  frends? 

This  does  not  exhaust  the  list.  It 
merely  exemplifies  the  problem.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  it  is  high  time  we  tested  this 
total  prospectus  against  the  available 
American  resources  which,  in  the  midst 
of  our  own  terrific  post-war  necessities, 
we  can  commit  to  these  external  pur¬ 
poses.  This  is  not  only  due  our  own 
people;  it  is  also  due  the  world  which 
otherwise  may  be  misled  into  a  reliance 
and  an  expectation  which  it  is  physically 
and  fiscally  impossible  for  us  to  fulfill. 
Such  ultimate  disappointments,  such  ul¬ 
timate  disillusionments,  shatter  good 
will  and  damage  international  friend¬ 
ships. 

I  suggest  no  intimation  that  we  shall 
not  do  our  full  part  in  helping  the  United 
Nations  to  reconstruct  a  healthy,  happy 


world.  But  I  do  suggest  that  we  are 
neither  big  enough  nor  rich  enough  to 
become  permanent  almoner  to  the  whole 
earth.  I  add  that  we  face  no  such  obli¬ 
gation,  moral  or  otherwise,  despite  a  ten¬ 
dency  in  some  places,  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  to  assign  us  automatically  to  this 
role,  almost  as  though  we  owed  repara¬ 
tions  to  our  allies  in  return  for  having 
made  colossal  contributions  to  their  vic¬ 
tory.  I  speak  in  no  spirit  of  complaint.  I 
speak  only  in  a  spirit  of  candor  which  be¬ 
lieves  that  our  very  precious  interna¬ 
tional  friendships  will  best  survive  the 
post-war  strain  if  we  frankly  understand 
each  other’s  problems  before  they  come 
to  crisis. 

I  favor  this  extension  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  as  an  indispensable  link  in  our 
cooperation  with  our  allies  in  the  conduct 
of  the  war.  But  I  say,  in  tfiis  connec¬ 
tion,  that  it  is  time  we  put  our  minds 
upon  the  total  responsibilities  that  are 
accumulating  for  us  in  respect  to  future 
international  expenditures.  Our  Joint 
Congressional  Committee  on  Internal 
Revenue  Taxation  has  been  wrestling  for 
4  months  with  the  stupendous  internal 
problem  which  the  Congress  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  will  confront 
in  respect  to  internal  post-war  expendi¬ 
tures  and  taxes.  It  is  lost  labor  except  as 
we  are  equally  realistic  in  respect  to  our 
external  obligations.  I  am  asking  for  an 
over-all  estimate  from  our  administra¬ 
tive  authorities  in  respect  to  these  ex¬ 
ternal  post-war  obligations.  There  is  a 
bottom  to  every  barrel,  even  America’s. 
There  is  a  last  straw  which  can  break  any 
camel’s  back.  A  bankrupt  America  can 
be  of  no  ultimate  help  to  the  world.  The 
memory  of  our  sweet  generosity  would  be 
little  consolation  in  the  midst  of  our  own 
insolvency. 

Mr.  President,  I  said  when  I  started 
that  I  wanted  to  disabuse  the  minds  of 
Congress  and  the  country  in  respect  to 
some  of  the  typical  misconceptions  which 
are  abroad  in  the  land  regarding  lend- 
lease.  In  spite  of  what  may  seem  to  be 
the  rather  critical  attitude  of  my  more 
recent  remarks,  I  am  reverting  now  to 
the  proposition  that  so  long  as  this  war 
continues  lend-lease  is  an  utterly  indis¬ 
pensable  part  of  our  common  United  Na¬ 
tions’  effort  and  we  could  no  more  refuse 
our  approval  to  the  pending  extension  of 
lend-lease  than  we  could  think  of  with¬ 
drawing  our  armies  and  navies  from  the 
combat.  But  lend-lease,  inevitably,  in 
an  operation  of  this  kind  is  the  natural 
victim  of  many  misunderstandings  and 
misinterpretations. 

One  of  the  most  useful  things  that 
Administrator  Crowley  brought  to  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  was 
a  running  summary  covering  some  of 
these  misconceptions.  I  shall  not  take 
the  time  of  the  Senate  to  present  the 
total  analysis  that  Mr.  Crowley  brought 
us,  but  I  desire  to  give  the  Senate  a  few 
typical  examples  which  quite  clearly 
demonstrate  that  we  would  do  well  to 
hunt  the  facts  before  we  accept  too  read¬ 
ily  some  of  the  tales  which  circulate 
throughout  the  country.  For  example: 

It  is  widely  rumored  that  our  allies  plan 
to  use  lend-lease  materials  in  their  export 
trade  in  competition  with  us  when  the  war 
has  ended.  The  rumor  is  heard  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  various  types  of  goods,  but  is 
currently  concentrated  on  aircraft. 


This  is  Mr.  Crowley’s  answer: 

We  retain  title  to  all  lend-lease  material 
that  has  not  been  lost,  destroyed,  or  con¬ 
sumed.  We  shall  determine  whether  we  wish 
to  move  the  material  back  to  the  United 
States,  sell  it,  or  otherwise  dispose  of  it.  We, 
therefore,  control  the  post-war  availability 
of  such  materials: 

In  a  word,  our  title  is  conclusive  from 
start  to  finish,  and  there  can  be  no  man¬ 
handling  of  these  commodities  in  the 
fashion  indicated. 

Here  is  another  story  Mr.  Crowley  re¬ 
ports,  and  with  which  we  are  all  more  or 
less  familiar: 

Americans  who  have  stood  in  long  lines 
in  recent  months  to  purchase  cigarettes  have 
sometimes  heard  the  rumor  that  one  reason 
for  the  cigarette  shortage  was  the  large  num¬ 
ber  furnished  to  other  countries  under  lend- 
lease. 

This  is  Mr.  Crowley’s  reply: 

Our  lend-lease  exports  of  cigarettes  in  1944 
required  only  about  1%,  percent  of  our  pro¬ 
duction  during  that  period.  Some  of  the 
cigarettes  which  we  have  lend-leased  have 
gone  to  the  French  forces  in  Africa:  the 
remainder  have  been  furnished  to  British 
armed  forces  on  various  war  fronts.  No 
cigarettes  have  been  supplied  under  lend- 
lease  for  civilians.  For  every  cigarette  which 
we  lend-leased  in  1944  we  sent  26  to  our 
armed  forces  abroad,  and  the  people  of  this 
country  smoked  55. 

Here  is  another  rumor: 

There  is  a  rumor  current  to  the  effect  that 
the  British  charge  us  righ  rental  costs  for 
air  fields  in  the  British  Isles. 

This  is  Mr.  Crowley’s  comment: 

The  British  have  built  133  airfields  for 
us  at  a  cost  to  themselves  of  $440,000,000  and 
have  turned  them  over  to  us  as  reverse  lend- 
lease  without  payment  by  us.  The  figures 
entered  in  the  reverse  lend-lease  accounts 
represent  actual  cost  to  the  British  which 
are  generally  below  costs  for  similar  con¬ 
struction  in  this  country.  They  maintain 
these  fields,  at  a  cost  of  many  millions  of 
dollars,  and  in  addition  has  furnished  to  our 
air  forces  large  quantities  of  goods,  includ¬ 
ing  1,500,000  pounds  of  chemicals,  1,700.000 
hand  and  machine  tools,  50,000  rubber  tires. 
34,000  tubes  for  our  air  fleet,  and  ammuni¬ 
tion  ranging  from  small-arms  ammunition  to 
2,000-pound  blockbusters. 

■Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Tay¬ 
lor  in  the  chair ) .  Does  the  Senator  from 
Michigan  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Maine? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  One  of  the  items  to 
which  the  Senator  did  not  refer  in  con¬ 
nection  with  our  obligations  to  foreign 
countries,  which  illustrates  a  rather  curi¬ 
ous  operation  of  lend-lease,  was  that 
while  giving  away  some  $36,000,000,000 
in  lend-lease,  we  have  incurred  obli¬ 
gations  for  the  many  supplies  v/e  have 
secured  abroad,  so  that  as  of  September 
30,  1944,  according  to  the  report  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  United 
States  owes  $6,000,000,000  in  short-term 
obligations  to  foreign  countries  which  is 
immediately  available  on  call  against  us. 
That  is  a  very  substantial  item.  As  off¬ 
setting  that,1  we  have  less  than  $500,000,- 
000  of  obligations  they  owe  to  us.  The 
result  is  that  the  balance  owed  by  us 
abroad,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  not  taken 
into  account  in  any  other  figures  which 
the  Senator  has  given,  or  in  any  of  the 
ordinary  discussions  of  this  question. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERG. .  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  for  his  comment.  I  have  no  doubt, 
as  I  indicated  in  my  previous  observa¬ 
tions,  that  there  are  many  exhibits  of  a 
kindred  nature  which  should  all  be 
brought  together  in  one  over- all  survey 
to  show  the  Congress  what  is  in  total 
contemplation  by  way  of  post-war  obli¬ 
gations  which  we  must  confront  in  behalf 
of  our  allies. 

No  one  would  wish  to  be  niggardly 
about  the  matter,  every  one  of  us  wants 
America  to  do  its  full  share,  but  some¬ 
where,  somehow,  sometime,  there  must 
by  a  recognition  of  the  fundamental 
proposition,  as  I  have  said  before,  that 
there  is  a  limit  even  to  American  re¬ 
sources.  I  submit  to  the  administration 
and  its  leaders  that  we  are  entitled  to 
this  over- all  survey  of  our  contemplated 
obligations  before  we  are  asked  to  make 
any  of  the  obligations. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  The  conclusion 
drawn  by  a  most  competent  authority  in 
Fortune  magazine  was  that  whereas  we 
started  the  war  with  two-thirds  of  the 
free  gold  of  the  world,  at  the  present 
time,  as  a  result  of  the  operation  of  vari¬ 
ous  factors,  we  have  approximately  two- 
fifths  of  the  free  gold  of  the  world,  which 
indicates  a  very  marked  decline  in  our 
position  as  a  creditor  nation.  I  speak  of 
this  because  constantly  in  our  discussions 
we  are  told  we  are  the  greatest  creditor 
nation  in  the  world.  That  is  still  con¬ 
stantly  reiterated.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
we  are  one  of  the  greatest  debtor  nations 
in  the  world,  unless  we  figure  that  we  can 
charge  up  lend-lease,  and  I  take  it  no  one 
seriously  contemplates  that  we  carry  that 
as  a  substantial  asset  on  our  books,  aside 
from  what  material  items  may  be  re¬ 
turned.  Aside  from  such  items,  in  bal¬ 
ances  to  the  world  we  owe  $6,000,000,000 
on  short-term  balances  at  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  again  thank 
the  Senator,  and  I  again  say  that  his  re¬ 
marks  are  directly  in  line  with  the  basic 
inquiry  which  I  submit  to  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  this  Government  this  afternoon. 
It  is  not  enough  that  piecemeal  demands 
should  come  down  to  us  in  respect  to  our 
post-war  obligations.  No  Senator,  on 
his  responsibility  to  the  American  people, 
can  make  a  sound  judgment  respecting 
any  piecemeal  request  for  external  aid 
except  as  he  can  measure  it  against  the 
total  request  that  is  to  be  made  of  us  on 
all  fronts  and  in  all  aspects,  and  until 
that  is  done,  I  submit,  Mr.  President,  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  respond  to  our  ob¬ 
ligations  to  our  own  American  people,  or 
to  deal  with  our  allies  on  any  basis  which 
gives  them  any  right  of  dependable  ex¬ 
pectation  for  tomorrow  and  the  day  after. 

I  shall  not  burden  the  Senate  with  any 
more  of  Mr.  Crowley’s  exhibits  respecting 
what  he  calls  Fiction  versus  Fact.  I 
have  simply  read  enough  to  indicate  that 
his  report  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  is  a  gold  mine  in  regard  to  this 
phase  of  the  problem.  I  recommend  to 
any  Senator  a  study  of  Mr.  Crowley’s 
chapter  entitled  “Fiction  versus  Fact,” 
in  his  report  to  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations,  before  too  much  credence 
is  placed  on  some  of  the  stories  which  are 


heard  regarding  the  maladministra¬ 
tion  of  lend-lease.  So  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  have  total  confidence  that  if  it 
is  humanly  possible  for  one  administra¬ 
tor  to  avoid  maladministration,  Mr. 
Crowley  will  do  it. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  con¬ 
clude.  My  chief  reason  for  rising  was, 
first,  to  indicate  my  total  belief  that  an 
extension  of  lend-lease  is  absolutely  in¬ 
dispensable  to  the  war  effort,  and  should 
be  made  without  cavil  or  equivocation. 

Then  I  wanted  to  make  the  point  very 
plainly  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Con¬ 
gress  that  lend-lease  shall  stop  when  the 
war  ends  and  shall  not  be  used,  directly 
or  indirectly,  for  relief,  rehabilitation,  or 
reconstruction.  Then  I  desired  to  make 
the  point  that  the  prevailing  loose 
method  of  making  funds  available  for 
lend-lease  is  entirely  out  of  character 
and  countenance  at  the  present  stage  of 
the  war  proceedings,  and  that  we  should 
have  far  more  intimate  and  accurate 
control  over  the  funds  made  available  to 
lend-lease. 

Finally,  I  wanted  to  make  this  over-all 
point,  which  I  do  not  think  can  be  too 
greatly  emphasized,  that  precisely  in  the 
same  spirit  in  which  the  Joint  Congres¬ 
sional  Committee  on  Internal  Revenue 
Taxation  is  now  attempting  to  anticipate 
the  over-all  internal  financial  picture  of 
the  United  States  for  the  next  few  years 
to  come,  I  think  it  is  equally  essential, 
even  more  so,  that  we  should  have  a 
similar  over-all  survey  of  the  obligations 
which  are  contemplated  in  the  external 
field. 

I  say  again,  Mr.  President,  this  sug¬ 
gests  no  lack  of  earnest  purpose  to  take 
our  full  place  and  do  our  full  part  in  con¬ 
tinuing  the  international  cooperation 
with  our  dependable  friends — I  should 
like  to  underline  those  words — in  an  in¬ 
terdependent  post-war  world.  It  inti¬ 
mates  no  disposition  to  close  our  eyes  to 
obligations  which  we  shall  assume  and 
share  with  the  other  United  Nations  in 
aiding  stricken  allies  to  rise  again  from 
the  bitter  ashes  of  the  cruel  calamities 
they  have  intimately  suffered  in  this  bru¬ 
tal  war.  It  has  no  thought  of  attempting 
to  ignore  the  call  of  the  humanities  or 
intelligent  self-interest  which,  from  our 
own  standpoint,  indispensably  require 
the  speediest  possible  restitution  of  in¬ 
ternational  stabilities.  I  hope  we  may 
fully  help  our  deserving  friends  to  help 
themselves.  I  agree  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  Secretary  of  State  when  he 
warns  that  the  post-war  challenge  to  the 
United  Nations  is  a  challenge  on  many 
different  fronts  and  that  appropriate 
collective  action  must  be  integrated  on 
all  of  them. 

I  am  only  asserting  that  we,  too,  have  a 
desperately  difficult  American  post-war 
problem  of  our  own  to  which  our  re¬ 
sources  must  be  primarily  dedicated; 
that  the  admonition  of  Holy  Writ  is  un- 
escapable,  “If  any  provideth  not  for  his 
own  and  specially  for  those  of  his  own 
house,  he  hath  denied  the  faith  and  is 
worse  than  an  infidel”;  that  there  are 
limits  to  the  external  post-war  burdens 
which  our  people  can  carry;  and  that  it 
is  only  elementary  prudence  for  this 
Government  to  give  the  Congress  an 
over-all  survey  and  summary  of  what  is 
presently  in  contemplation  lest  we  im¬ 


providently  err  in  dealing  with  the  prob¬ 
lem  on  a  piecemeal  basis. 

Mr.  President,  I  conclude  as  I  began. 
I  favor  another  extension  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  as  an  indispensable  military 
factor  in  the  triumph  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  upon  every  fighting  front  where 
their  irresistible  battle  banners  have 
been  unfurled.  I  favor  rigidly  confining 
lend-lease  to  its  statutory  character, 
namely,  an  instrumentality  of  war  which 
ceases  to  function  when  hostilities  have 
stopped.  I  favor  a  completely  separated 
budget  to  handle  our  post-war  relation¬ 
ship  with  our  external  battle  comrades 
of  today  and  our  peacetime  friends  of 
tomorrow.  I  hope  for  an  early  over-all 
survey  of  these  prospective  obligations 
lest  we  over-commit  our  own  resources  in 
haphazard,  piecemeal  programs,  and 
lest  we  thus  unwittingly  invite  insolvency 
at  hCTme  and  disallusionment  abroad. 

And  Mr.  President,  in  great  humility 
may  I  say  this  final  word  before  I  take 
my  seat,  inasmuch  as  this  is  probably  one 
of  my  last  opportunities  to  speak  before 
a  great  adventure  which  impends?  I  am 
leaving  shortly  for  an  unsought  asign- 
ment  at  the  San  Francisco  Conference 
where  organized  humanity  confronts  the 
grave  responsibility  of  answering  the 
yearnings  of  a  war-torn  world  which 
prays  in  many  tongues  at  countless 
hearthstones  for  a  dependable  formula 
that  shall  dissipate  the  scourge  of  war 
forever.  I  hope  that  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Texas  and  I  may 
be  able  to  bring  back  to  our  colleagues, 
at  no  too  distant  date,  a  treaty  of  salva¬ 
tion  which  may  deserve  their  approval  in 
the  name  of  enightened  American  self- 
interest  and  for  the  sake  of  a  happier 
world  where  peace  with  justice  may  bless 
free  men.  Despite  the  obstacles  which 
rise  to  jeopardize  our  course,  despite! 
temporary  discouragements  which  fade 
in  potency  when  weighed  against  the 
mighty  end  in  view,  we  must  perservere 
for  organized  peace.  I  could  not  leave 
without  this  pledge  to  you  that  I  shall 
devote  every  effort  within  my  power  to 
reach  this  precious  goal  for  which  our 
bravest  soldier-sons  have  died  all  round 
this  sorrowing  globe.  I  could  not  leave 
without  asking  for  your  constant  prayers. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Michigan  a 
question.  Did  the  Lend-Lease  Adminis¬ 
tration  make  any  estimate  of  how  much 
more  material  would  be  shipped  abroad 
altogether,  and  how  much  of  that  would 
be  after  the  end  of  the  German  war? 
Was  any  estimate  submitted  by  the  Lend- 
Lease  Administration  of  the  program 
which  the  Senator  says  should  be  coordi¬ 
nated  and  presented  as  a  whole? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  only  infor- 
formation  on  that  subject  which  I  recall 
is  that  which  I  gave  the  Senate,  I  think 
when  the  able  Senator  from  Ohio  was 
out  of  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  will  state  why  I  was  not 
of  the  Chamber.  I  think  the  bill  is  of 
tremendous  importance.  It  was  brought 
up  without  any  notice  to  the  Senate.  I 
do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  passed  today, 
and  I  went  out  in  order  to  try  to  dig  up 
the  material  I  have  collected  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  measure.  I  greatly  regret 
that  I  was  not  able  to  hear  the  beginning 
of  the  Senator’s  statement. 
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Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  will  understand  that 
I  tvas  not  complaining  or  criticizing  him 
for  his  temporary  absence,  because  his 
faithful  fidelity  to  his  floor  responsi¬ 
bilities  are  a  familiar  legend.  What  I 
was  about  to  say  was  that  in  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  absence  I  indicated  the  only  con¬ 
crete  exhibit  which  I  think  bears  upon 
the  Senator’s  question,  and  that  is  this: 
Mr.  Crowley  was  asked  about  the  rela¬ 
tionship  in  the  case  of  British  lend-lease 
between  the  sum  total  for  last  year  and 
the  prospective  total  for  the  first  year 
after  hostilities  conclude  in  Germany.  I 
suppose  that  comparison  of  figures  would 
answer  the  Senator’s  question. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Approximately,  yes. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  approxi¬ 
mate  answer  is  that  the  British  lend- 
lease  during  the  last  12  months  was  $10,- 
000,000,000.  The  contemplated  British 
lend-lease  during  the  first  year  after  the 
conclusion  of  hostilities  in  Europe  is  $5,- 
000,000,000. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  in  addition  to  that 
we  have  entered  into  an  agreement  with 
France  for  two  and  one-half  billion  dol¬ 
lars,  all  of  which  now  will  probably  be 
delivered  after  the  end  of  the  German 
war.  Is  there  a  total  somewhere?  That 
is  what  I  was  waiting  for. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  In  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  absence,  if  I  may  refer  timidly  to 
that  factor  once  more,  I  read  the  French 
agreement,  because  I  think  it  fairly  well 
indicates  the  effort  Mr.  Crowley  is  mak¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  precise  point  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  has  in  view.  I  think 
the  Senator  will  find  that  under  the 
terms  of  the  French  agreement  the 
situation  is  in  our  control  every  minute  of 
the  time,  and  that  the  French  are  obli¬ 
gated  to  pay  for  any  post-war  utility 
which  hangs  over  commodities  with  a 
dual  purpose  which  go  to  France  prior  to 
the  termination  of  hostilities. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes,  but  I  may  point  out 
to  the  Senator  that  the  agreement  to 
pay  during  a  period  of  20  years  is  not 
really  an  agreement  to  pay,  it  is  an 
agreement  that  we  make  a  loan  to 
France,  a  post-war  loan,  which  is  a  part 
of  the  program  to  which  the  Senator  has 
referred  which  should  be  included  in  any 
over-all  estimate  of  what  we  are  going  to 
lend  foreign  countries  after  the  war. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  completely.  He  can¬ 
not  have  any  quarrel  with  me  whatever 
in  the  desire  for  every  bit  of  this  in¬ 
formation  which  bears  upon  our  post¬ 
war  obligation.  That  is  the  whole  pur¬ 
pose  of  my  presentation  of  the  subject 
today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  agree  100  percent  with 
everything  the  Senator  has  said  as  to 
the  necessity  particularly  of  an  over-all 
statement  of  how  much  we  are  going  to 
lend  to  the  rest  of  the  world  after  this 
war,  because  I  think  such  loans  are  gifts, 
or  probably  will  be  gifts,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  before  we  pass  the  bill  we 
have  a  right  to  a  comprehensive  state¬ 
ment  of  what  this  lending  program  is 
and  how  much  it  will  involve.  What  I 
was  trying  to  find  out  was  whether  there 
was  any  over- all  estimate  of  how  much 
money  is  going  out  under  lend-lease.  So 
far  as  we  know,  the  appropriations  are 
unlimited,  so  we  have  no  further  control 


when  the  bill  is  passed  over  how  much 
we  are  going  to  lend  foreign  countries 
altogether  after  the  1st  of  July,  assum¬ 
ing  the  German  war  ends  before  that 
time.  Is  there  any  over-all  estimate  of 
hat  kind  presented  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  want  td  rob  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  of  its  prerogative  in 
presenting  its  own  bill  from  the  major¬ 
ity  side  of  the  Senate.  I  can  only  say  for 
myself  that  the  figures  in  respect  to  spe¬ 
cific  appropriations  and  the  fiscal  bal¬ 
ance  sheet  were  not  of  specific  concern 
in  respect  to  the  mere  extension  for  1 
year  of  a  basic  lend-lease  authority. 
What  I  have  said  in  respect  to  that  ex¬ 
tension  is  that  I  deeply  hope  that  be¬ 
fore  any  additional  appropriations  are 
made  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  will  vigilantly  explore  every  penny 
of  the  already  overhanging  unexpended 
balances  before  anything  is  added  to  the 
sum  total. 

Mr.  TAFT.  What  concerns  me  is  the 
amendment  of  the  act  wherein  the  House 
undertook  to  place  a  limit  on  post-war 
lending..  The  language  is: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  sec¬ 
tion  3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize 
the  President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any 
contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabil¬ 
itation,  or  post-war  reconstruction;  except — 

And  it  seems  to  me  that  the  exception 
absolutely  kills  the  amendment — 
except  that  a  contract  or  agreement  entered 
into  in  accordance  with  this  act  in  which 
the  United  States  undertakes  to  furnish  to  a 
foreign  government  defense  articles,  serv¬ 
ices,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prosecu¬ 
tion  of  the  present  war  and  which  provides 
for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  conditions 
of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President,  of  any 
such  defense  articles,  services,  or  information 
after  the  President  determines  they  are  no 
longer  necessary  for  use  by  such  government 
in  promoting  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for  post-war  re¬ 
lief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  re¬ 
construction. 

The  effect  of  that,  it  seems  to  me, 
nullifies  the  exception.  In  effect  it  says 
that  if  the  President  makes  the  lend- 
lease  agreement  before  the  war  ends,  he 
may  lend  to  the  foreign  nation  whatever 
is  not  delivered  at  the  time  the  war  ends. 
The  Senator  says  that  we  retain  control. 
The  President  retains  control.  The 
Congress  does  not  retain  control.  Con¬ 
gress  gives  the  President  the  power,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  President  may 
proceed  to  lend  in  indefinite  amounts,  if 
the  contract  is  signed  beforehand. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  All  I  can  -give 
the  Senator  is  Mr.  Crowley’s  explanation 
of  the  second  proviso  in  the  House 
amendment.  Mr.  Crowley’s  statement 
reads  as  follows: 

The  purpose  of  this  second  provision  is  to 
permit  the  orderly  and  efficient  liquidation 
of  war  supply  contracts  with  foreign  govern¬ 
ments  as  contemplated  by  section  3  (c)  as 
originally  enacted,  through  the  purchase  by 
foreign  governments,  for  cash  or  on  credit, 
of  such  supplies  as  may  not  be  produced  or 
delivered  in  time  to  be  of  use  in  the  war. 
It  would  continue  to  permit  the  making  and 
carrying  out  of  war  surplus  agreements  such 
as  that  recently  concluded  with  the  French 
Government. 

It  Is  perfectly  obvious  from  that  state¬ 
ment  that  it  may  involve  post-war  French 


credits;  but  they  must  be  identified,  and 
they  must  be  made  the  subject  of  direct 
post-war  contracts.  That  is  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  House  provision.  They  can¬ 
not  be  hidden  under  a  general  lend-lease 
grant. 

Mr.  TAFT.  However,  the  effect  of  the 
French  agreement  is  such  that  I  doubt 
whether  any  of  the  $2,500,000,000  will 
reach  them  before  the  end  of  the  Ger¬ 
man  war.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  ter¬ 
minates  all  justification  for  sending  it, 
and  it  becomes  immediately  a  post-war 
loan.  In  fact,  I  believe  it  is  contem¬ 
plated  as  a  post-war  loan.  I  have  no 
doubt  of  it.  I  think  it  was  so  interpreted 
by  the  newspapers.  For  Mr.  Crowley  to 
say,  “I  am  not  using  this  for  post-war 
loans,”  at  the  same  time  that  he  is  using 
it  for  post-war  loans,  it  seems  to  me  is  a 
direct  contradiction  of  terms  as  to  how 
the  power  is  to  be  used,  now  that  it  is 
being  extended. 

I  do  not  understand  the  business  of 
making  a  contract  for  a  year  to  send 
$5,500,000,000  to  England,  for  example. 
Whatever  is  not  delivered  when  the  war 
ends,  the  President  may  lend  to  them, 
obviously  for  post-war  purposes.  Cer¬ 
tainly  there  is  no  war  purpose  to  be 
served  by  delivering  any  goods  after  the 
war  is  over.  That  cannot  possibly  be  for 
war  purposes.  Yet  we  say  that  the  Pres¬ 
ident  may  lend  such  material  to  France, 
or  to  any  other  nation  after  the  war  is 
over.  We  say  that  it  is  not  for  post-war 
purposes;  but,  obviously,  it  is  for  post¬ 
war  purposes.  I  cannot  vote  for  the  bill 
unless  it  is  amended,  because  I  think  it 
is  a  foreign-lending  bill,  covering  the 
post-war  period-.  What  I  should  really 
like  to  have  is  an  opportunity  to  present 
an  amendment  along  that  line,  to  stop 
all  export  of  goods  under  lend-lease 
agreements  when  the  war  ends,  unless  we 
thereafter  enact  some  kind  of  a  lending 
law  to  lend  money  to  foreign  countries. 
I  believe  we  shall  have  to  lend  money  to 
foreign  countries;  but  this  provision  is 
wide  open.  I  believe  that  when  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  lend  money  to  foreign  countries, 
we  ought  strictly  to  limit  the  amount. 
We  ought  to  decide  how  much  we  are 
going  to  lend  the  first  year  after  the  war, 
and  place  a  limitation  upon  it  in  the 
statute.  ) 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  make  a  final  observation  regard¬ 
ing  the  Senator’s  last  statement.  I  to¬ 
tally  agree  with  his  demand  for  the  most 
intimate  specifications  in  regard  to  for¬ 
eign  loans  and  foreign  expenditures,  and 
the  foreign  shipment  of  American  re¬ 
sources.  I  do  not  believe  that  he  is  justi¬ 
fied  in  saying  that  there  is  any  purpose, 
at  least  on  the  part  of  Administrator 
Crowley  and  the  Lend-Lease  Administra¬ 
tion,  to  ship  1  pound  of  post-war  com¬ 
modities  after  the  completion  of  hostili¬ 
ties,  except  as  there  may  be  some  com¬ 
modity  involved  which  has  been  pre¬ 
viously  committed  for  shipment,  and 
which  it  is  to  our  greater  advantage  to 
ship  than  to  scrap  here  at  home.  If  an 
effort  was  ever  made  in  a  committee  to 
nail  down  an  administrator  in  respect  to 
his  purposes,  it  was  in  both  the  House 
and  the  Senate  committees  in  respect  to 
Mr.  Crowley.  I  consider  Mr.  Crowley  to 
be  not  only  an  honorable  man,  but  a 
highly  dependable  administrator,  with  a 
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very  enviable  record  in  the  public  service. 
I  believe  that  Mr.  Crowley  intends  to  stop 
lend-lease  when  the  war  ends,  and  that 
the  only  commodities  involved  in  any 
post-war  consideration  will  be  those 
which  are  still  hanging  over  for  ship¬ 
ment,  those  which  have  been  previously 
committed  for  war  purposes,  but  which 
may  ultimately  serve  the  dual  purpose  of 
a  post-war  peacetime  use.  In  respect  to 
that  use,  the  purpose  of  the  French 
agreement,  as  I  understand  it,  and  as  I 
understand  Mr.  Crowley,  is  to  put  that 
residual  value  into  the  form  of  a  post¬ 
war  payable  contract.  Whether  it  is 
ever  going  to  be  paid,  I  do  not  know.  I 
agree  that  that  is  a  part  of  the  general 
inventory  which  we  ought  to  have  in  re¬ 
spect  to  our  post-war  obligations.  But, 
so  far  as  the  basic  fact  is  concerned,  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  power  enough  on 
earth  to  cause  Administrator  Crowley  to 
make  post-war  shipments  of  post-war 
commodities,  under  lend-lease,  to  any 
nation  in  the  world. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  let  me  read 
the  French  agreement: 

These  long-life  articles— 

Mentioning  locomotives,  railroad  ties, 
merchant  ships,  harbor  water  craft,  fish¬ 
ing  fleets,  inland  water  craft,  metal¬ 
working  machinery,  industrial  equip¬ 
ment,  and  machinery  for  mines,  totaling 
$900,000, 000- 

are  being  furnished  under  section  3  (c)  of 
the  Lend-Lease  Act,  and  are  put  on  these 
terms  because,  while  they  have  an  important 
and  useful  part  to  play  in  the  war,  a  large 
part  of  their  usefulness  may  also  serve  post¬ 
war  purposes.  Under  the  agreement  produc¬ 
tion  and  delivery  will  not  have  to  stop  on 
these  goods  even  though  the  war  should  end 
before  they  were  finished.  The  French  agree 
to  take  and  pay  for  such  goods  and  the 
United  States  Government  can  proceed  with 
an  orderly  liquidation  of  the  lend-lease  con¬ 
tracts  in  the  manner  provided  for  under  sec¬ 
tion  3  (c)  of  the  Lend  Lease  Act.  The  pro¬ 
gram  for  long-life  equipment  of  this  char¬ 
acter  is  subject  to  substantially  the  same 
limitations  as  apply  to  schedule  1. 

I  think  the  French  fully  expect  to  get 
all  that  material.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
they  do;  and  I  believe  that  if  we  do  not 
give  it  to  them  we  shall  be  falling  down 
in  a  moral  obligation.  I  think  that  is 
the  whole  basis  of  the  French  agreement, 
no  matter  what  Mr.  Crowley’s  policy 
may  be. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  tell  the  distinguished  senior  Senator 
from  Michigan  that  I  believe  I  speak  the 
feelings  of  every  Member  of  the  Senate 
in  telling  him  that  I  hope  that  he  and 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Connally]  will  have  a  very 
happy  and  successful  journey  to  San 
Francisco.  We  feel  confident  that  he 
and  the  senior  Senator  from  Texas  will 
do  a  very  fine  job. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  I  am  grateful  to 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  LINGER.  I  am  sure  that  the 
Senator  will  take  with  him  what  he  asked 
for  a  few  moments  ago,  namely,  not  only 
the  prayers  of  Members  of  the  Senate 
but  also  the  prayers  of  mothers  and 
fathers  all  over  the  United  States,  if  not 
all  over  the  entire  world. 

Mr.  SMITH.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
glad  to  echo  the  words  just  spoken  by 


the  senior  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Langer]  in  presenting  my  cordial 
greetings  and  assurances  of  affection  and 
confidence  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
on  the  trip  to  San  Francisco  which  he 
is  about  to  take. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  a  year 
ago  I  was  the  only  Senator  on  this  floor 
who  voted  against  the  extension  of  lend- 
lease.  I  have  been  very  proud  of  that 
vote,  inasmuch  as  it  affected,  not  only 
the  entire  country  but,  particularly,  also 
the  State  of  North  Dakota.  Nothing 
which  has  occurred  has  convinced  me 
more  of  the  correctness  of  my  action  in 
that  respect  than  what  happened  in  the 
Senate  earlier  today  when  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Reed]  introduced  his  resolution.  I 
wish  to  say  before  I  read  it  that  I  shall 
welcome  interruptions;  I  shall  be  glad 
to  have  Senators  interrupt  me  at  any 
time  while  I  am  addressing  the  Senate 
to  request  me  to  yield  for  any  questions. 
I  wish  to  say  further,  Mr.  President,  that 
I  do  not  believe  any  man  upon  this  floor 
who  is  representing  agriculture  should 
leave  just  now,  at  least,  for  a  little  while, 
while  some  of  the  other  Members  of  the 
Senate  may  ask  questions  relative  to  this 
particular  point. 

This  morning  the  junior  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Reed]  introduced  the  fol¬ 
lowing  resolution: 

Whereas  some  2,000  country  elevators  es¬ 
sential  to  the  marketing  of  wheat,  corn,  oats, 
sorghum  grains,  et  cetera,  In  the  States  of 
Montana,  Minnesota,  Kansas,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas — 

I  may  add,  Mr.  President,  that  the  res¬ 
olution  omits  listing  a  number  of  other 
States,  such  as  Illinois  and  Wisconsin — 
are  filled  with  grain  and  are  closed  down 
through  inability  to  get  railroad  cars  for  out¬ 
bound  shipments  of  grain  now  on  hand  and 
thereby  depriving  the  farmer  of  his  only 
method  of  moving  his  crop;  and 

Whereas  flour  mills  throughout  the  States 
named  are  either  closed  or  operating  part 
time  because  of  insufficient  freight-car  sup¬ 
ply  to  move  wheat  inbound  from  country 
elevators  or  flour  inbound  from  the  mills  in¬ 
cluding  the  filling  of  contracts  for  flour  for 
the  armed  forces;  and 

Whereas  some  millions  of  bushels  of  sor¬ 
ghum  grain  have  been  piled  on  the  ground 
on  farms  in  Texas,  Oklahoma,  and  Kansas 
since  being  harvested  last  October  and  No¬ 
vember  because  of  lack  of  freight  cars  to 
move  the  harvested  grain;  much  of  such 
grain  has  deteriorated  and  is  now  deteriorat¬ 
ing; 

Whereas  in  the  important  corn  producing 
States  of  Iowa,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  Kansas,  and  others,  the  corn  crop 
of  1944  was  harvested  under  weather  con¬ 
ditions  which  left  scores  of  millions  of 
bushels  of  corn  with  a  moisture  content 
above  the  limit  permitted  for  commercial 
corn  marketing,  thereby  subjecting  such 
corn  to  rapid  deterioration.  •  Millions  of 
bushels  have  deteriorated  and  millions  of 
bushels  are  now  deteriorating  because  of  the 
inability  of  country  shippers  to  obtain  freight 
cars  necessary  for  the  movement  of  this 
grain  to  primary  markets  and  processing 
mills  where  special  drying  facilities  are 
found;  and 

Whereas  in  all  the  grain  States  of  the 
West  business  is  partly  paralyzed. 

That  is  what  the  distinguished  junior 
Senator  from  Kansas  had  in  his  resolu¬ 
tion— 
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Farmers,  millers,  marketers,  and  others 
are  suffering  heavy  financial  losses  because 
of  a  totally  inadequate  freight-car  supply  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  that  section  for 
movement  of  grain  already  produced;  and 

Whereas  this  condition  has  now  obtained 
for  a  longer  period  than  for  any  previous 
harvesting  period  and  with  no  signs  of  im¬ 
provement  adequate  to  meet  the  situation; 
and 

Whereas  a  most  representative  conference 
of  the  grain  producers,  country  elevators,  ter¬ 
minal  elevators,  grain  markets,  and  millers 
met  at  Kansas  City  on  March  22 — 

Nearly  a  month  ago,  Mr.  President — 
and  set  out  clearly  and  at  length  this  condi¬ 
tion  and  prepared  a  petition  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  the  Office  of 
Defense  Transportation,  and  the  Association 
of  American  Railroads  asking  for  substantial 
relief;  and 

Whereas  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  failed  to  give  the  matter  adequate 
consideration  and  failed  to  take  any  action 
in  the  way  of  relieving  the  situation;  the 
Office  of  Defense  Transportation  went  further 
and  scornfully  rejected  the  prayer  of  the 
Kansas  City  grain  conference  on  March  22, 
for  relief;  and 

Whereas  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads  has  not  corrected  the  flagrant  disloca¬ 
tion  of  the.  grain  car  supply  to  which  at¬ 
tention  has  been  repeatedly  called  over  a 
period  of  several  months:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  of  the  Senate  or  any  duly 
authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  author¬ 
ized  and  directed  to  promptly  institute  a 
thorough  investigation  into  all  phases  of  this 
situation,  to  investigate  all  factors  contrib¬ 
uting  to,  and  continuing  this  condition  to 
the  great  financial  loss  of  the  grain  States 
and  imperiling  the  Nation’s  supply  of  food 
and  feed  grains  necessary  for  our  national 
welfare  and  endangering  the  production  of 
sufficient  materials  for  supplying  the  armed 
forces  which  bread,  and  to  report  its  findings 
as  early  as  practicable  with  such  recommen¬ 
dations  as  it  finds  proper  and  necessary  to 
correct  existing  conditions  and  prevent  re¬ 
currence  in  the  future. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  In  connection  with  the 
resolution  submitted  by  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Reed],  I  may  say  that 
for  a  generation  farsighted  and  patri¬ 
otic  Americans  have  foreseen  the  possible 
situation  in  which  America  might  find 
herself  in  time  of  war,  because  of  a 
break-down  in  transportation  in  the 
midwestern  area  of  the  country.  Some 
have  urged  the  adoption  of  a  method  by 
which  grain  could  be  moved,  namely,  the 
construction  of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway. 
Yet,  opponents  of  the  seaway,  including 
certain  eastern  railroads,  eastern  utility 
companies,  and  others  who  have  made  a 
fortune  for  generations  in  the  handling 
of  grain  at  elevators  and  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  grain,  have  been  sufficiently 
powerful  to  bring  about  the  situation  in 
which  America  now  finds  herself. 

Mr.  President,  the  welfare  of  our  coun¬ 
try  comes  ahead  of  unwarranted  profits 
on  the  part  of  a  small  group  of  men  who 
have  brought  about  the  deplorable  trans¬ 
portation  condition  which  now  exists. 
If  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway  had  been  con¬ 
structed,  not  only-  could  grain  now  be 
moved  from  western  areas  to  east  coast 
ports,  or  to  other  ports  of  the  world,  but 
it  could  be  moved  at  a  cost  of  approxi¬ 
mately  8  cents  a  bushel.  I  hope  the  Con- 
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gress  will  take  cognizance  of  that  fact 
and  not  lose  any  time  in  authorizing  the 
construction  of  this  great  waterway 
which  would  connect  our  midwest  areas 
with  all  the  ports  of  the  world,  and  put 
an  end  to  the  condition  which  now  exists 
with  respect  to  many  of  our  transporta¬ 
tion  difficulties. 

We  do  not  know  how  long  this  war  will 
last,  or  when  the  next  one  will  begin. 
However,  I  hope  we  shall  have  sense 
enough  not  to  continue  to  allow  a  group 
of  selfish  opponents  of  the  great  St. 
Lawrence  waterway  project  to  continue 
in  their  obstinate,  selfish  opposition  to 
the  waterway. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  did  not  happen  to  be 
present  when  the  resolution  was  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  junior  Senator  from  Kan¬ 
sas  and  read,  so  I  was  happy  to  have  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  read  it. 

The  resolution  presents  a  view  of  the 
situation  about  which  perhaps  few  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  have  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  know.  To  those  of  us  who 
come  from  that  section  of  the  United 
States  where,  when  we  have  a  crop  we 
have  it  in  abundance,  as  has  been  evi¬ 
denced  in  the  past  several  years,  the  sit¬ 
uation  is  really  tragic. 

What  the  Senator  from  Vermont  has 
said  with  regard  to  building  the  St.  Law¬ 
rence  seaway  may  be  correct.  The  con¬ 
struction  of  the  seaway  might  prove  to 
be  a  solution  of  much  of  our  transporta¬ 
tion  difficulties  in  the  future.  I  think  I 
have  a  practical  suggestion  for  those  who 
are  interested  in  helping  to  solve  the  sit¬ 
uation.  We  are  at  war.  The  relief  for 
which  we  pray  must  come  soon  if  it  is  to 
do  any  good  to  those  of  us  who  are  Con¬ 
fronted  with  the  present  situation. 

The  railroads  of  the  country  have  done 
a  marvelous  job  in  handling  traffic  forced 
over  their  lines  during  the  present  war 
emergency.  I  wish  to  commend  them 
for  the  work  which  they  have  done.  It 
has  been  accomplished  under  great  diffi¬ 
culties.  They  are  still  struggling  in  order 
to  do  the  work.  But  during  the  past 
week  a  situation  has  developed  which  I 
wish  to  mention  in  connection  with  the 
subject  now  under  consideration. 

A  Contract  was  let  for  the  construction 
of  igloos  at  a  naval  depot.  They  are  to 
be  constructed  of  concrete  at  Hastings, 
Nebr.  The  cost  of  the  construction  will 
total  many  thousand  dollars.  The  igloos 
would  be  used  for  the  storage  of  muni¬ 
tions,  which  may  be  needed  at  some 
time  in  the  future.  The  contract  calls 
for  the  use  of  approximately  200,000  bar¬ 
rels  of  cement,  which,  at  an  average  load 
of  40  tons  to  a  car,  would  fill  approxi¬ 
mately  5,000  railroad  cars.  Senators  may 
wonder  why  5,000  cars  are  needed  to 
handle  the  cement.  According  to  the 
conception  of  many  persons,  certain  cars 
are  built  for  handling  cement  only;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  grain  shippers  in 
that  area  are  now  shipping  grain  in  ce¬ 
ment  cars  because  of  their  inability  to 
obtain  cars  of  the  usual  construction. 
When  I  was  in  the  West  a  few  days  ago 
I  saw  shelled  corn  being  shipped  in  open 
cars  covered  with  tarpaulins.  I  saw  stock 


cars  with  the  spaces  between  the  side 
boards  filled  v/ith  lumber  and  lined  with 
paper.  They  were  used  for  the  shipment 
of  grain. 

Mr.  President,  the  railroads  are  doing 
a  wonderful  job.  Those  of  us  who  give 
business  to  the  railroads  have  cooperated 
v/ith  them  in  every  way  we  could. 

Insetting  a  contract  for  the  extension 
of  the  naval  depot  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred  5,000  cars  were  called  for.  One 
cement  plant  is  located  within  about  50 
miles  of  the  site  of  construction,  and 
another  within  approximately  100  miles. 
The  200,000  barrels  of  cement  which  will 
be  needed  will  be  hauled  from  very  dis¬ 
tant  points.  I  know  that  those  charged 
with  the  transportation  of  the  cement 
wonder  how  they  will  perform  the  work 
in  addition  to  everything  else  which  they 
are  asked  to  do.  A  request  was  made  that 
the  contract  be  amended  so  as  to  allow 
the  delivery  of  cement  and  materials 
from  a  nearby  point  by  truck  instead  of 
by  cars.  By  following  that  procedure, 
the  railroad  cars  which  would  otherwise 
be  used  could  be  diverted  to  relieve  the 
situation  in  respect  to  the  transportation 
of  grain. 

We  are  quite  proud  of  the  record  of 
labor,  farmers,  and  the  railroads  in 
Nebraska.  Not  one  single  strike  has  oc¬ 
curred  in  a  war  industry  in  the  State  of 
Nebraska.  I  hope  there  are  other  States 
which  can  claim  a  similar  record,  but 
unfortunately  there  are  some  which  can¬ 
not.  In  Nebraska  we  wish  to  cooperate 
with  the  war  effort  100  percent,  and  we 
want  the  various  departments  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  also  to  cooperate  with  the  war 
effort. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  hold 
in  my  hand  the  hearings  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  when  Mr.  Crowley  testi¬ 
fied.  As  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Nebraska  IMr.  Butler]  said  a  moment 
ago  the  railroads  have  done  a  magnifi¬ 
cent  job.  The  trouble  has  been,  how¬ 
ever,  that  they  have  not  had  sufficient 
equipment.  Lend-lease  has  sent  boxcars 
and  locomotives  and  also  farm  ma¬ 
chinery,  as  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Crowley 
himself  shows,  to  other  countries. 

I  might  say  that  I  myself  investigated 
conditions  in  my  State,  and  I  found  that 
under  lend-lease  in  6  weeks  last  year 
during  July  and  August  566  rubber-tired 
tractors  and  366  rubber-tired  combines 
were  sent  into  Canada  through  the  one 
little  town  of  Portal,  N.  Dak.,  a  small  port 
of  entry,  and  that  at  the  very  time  when 
the  farmers  of  North  Dakota  were  beg¬ 
ging  for  tractors  and  combines  and 
plows  and  other  kinds  of  farm  machinery, 
but  could  not  get  it.  Today  I  have  the 
report  of  Mr.  Crowley  showing  how 
much  of  it  went  to  other  countries  and 
the  reason  for  sending  it  there. 

What  is  the  situation  today  because 
of  the  fact  that  railroad  cars  and  loco¬ 
motives  are  not  available?  I  have  a 
telegram  from  Rock  Lake,  N.  Dak.,  which 
reads — I  may  say  that  all  the  telegrams 
I  shall  read  are  addressed  to  me; 

We  haven’t  received  any  boxcars  since 
March  19.  We  need  boxcars  badly. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co., 

C.  A.  Olson. 


Here  is  a  telegram  from  Gladstone, 
N.  Dak.,  which  reads: 

We  received  no  cars  this  last  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

In  a  little  while  I  shall  read  the  record. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Elevator  Co.,  a  large  concern  at 
Lana,  N.  Dak.: 

.  One  boxcar  last  week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Geneseo, 
N.  Dak.: 

Retel  received  one  boxcar  first  week  of 
April. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Sutton, 
N.  Dak.: 

Our  elevator  is  badly  in  need  of  boxcars. 
Last  week  we  received  two  cars.  Elevator 
blocked. 

Sutton  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 

Here  is  one  from  Ekelson,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  no  cars  last  year.  One  car  this 
morning.-  Five  since  the  first  of  the  year. 

Urbana  Farmers  Union  Elevator. 

Here  is  one  from  Makoti,  N.  Dak.: 

Fifty  percent  of  wheat  still  on  farms. 
Urge  you  use  your  influence  to  get  more 
cars  for  month  west. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  one  from  Temvik,  N.  Dak: 

Received  1  car  last  week.  Have  received 
only  13  cars  since  the  1st  of  January. 

Temvik  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Temvik  is  right  in  the  heart  of  the 
grain-growing  section. 

Here  is  one  from  Loraine,  N.  Dak.; 

v 

Loaded  two  cars  with  grain  last  week. 

Hurley  Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  another  telegram  from 
Loraine : 

Received  one  car  last  week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Overly,  N. 
Dak.: 

We  received  one  boxcar  past  week. 

Overly  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Hazelton,  N. 
Dak.: 

Received  two  boxcars.  '  One  April  2,  one 
April  7. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Hazelton  is  also  in  the  heart  of  the 
grain  producing  section. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Wolford,  N. 
Dak.: 

Received  one  boxcar  during  week. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  one  from  Heimdal,  N.  Dak.: 

Had  one  boxcar  last  week.  Situation  bad. 

Equity  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  one  from  Roth,  N.  Dak.: 

No  boxcars  received  first  week  in  April. 

Roth  Farmers  Union  Elevator. 

Here  is  one  from  Alice,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  two  grain  cars  last  week. 

Peavey  Elevators. 

Here  is  one  from  Binford,  N.  Dak.: 

No  boxcars  received  since  March  24. 

Peavey  Elevators. 

March  24  was  nearly  a  month  ago. 

Here  is  one  from  Golden  Valley, 
N.  Dak.: 
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Received  2  boxcars  first  week  of  April; 
can  use  40. 


Farmers  Grain  Co. 


They  got  two  boxcars,  -Mr.  President. 
Cars  are  sent  all  over  the  globe,  but 
here  in  America  our  farmers  cannot  get 
them.  What  is  the  result?  The  result 
is  the  resolution  submitted  today  by  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Kan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Reed]. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Morse  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  I  have  just  gotten 
notice  that  they  are  abandoning  the  use 
of  four  passenger  trains  running  on  the 
main  line  of  the  Soo  through  North  Da¬ 
kota  and  Minnesota,  namely,  trains  105 
and  106,  and  107  and  108.  The  Senator 
is  no  doubt  familiar  with  those  trains. 
They  have  been  running  for  the  past  40 
years. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  very  familiar  with 
them.  I  begged  the  railroad  to  leave 
these  trains  on,  but  they  took  them  off, 
as  the  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
says.  They  have  gone,  although  they 
have  been  running  for  40  years. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Richardton, 
N.  Dak.: 


As  per  your  wire,  we  received  one  car. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 


Here  is  one  from  Washington,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  two  boxcars  last  week. 

Independent  Elevator  Co. 


Here  is  one  from  Willow  City,  N.  Dak. : 

Received  two  boxcars  for  grain  loading  last 
week. 

Willow  City  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  one  from  Cooperstown, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  boxcar  week  ending  April  7. 

Shepard  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  one  from  Dodge,  N.  Dak.: 

We  had  one  car  the  last  week,  only  nine 
since  January  1. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

It  was  only  a  few  years  ago,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  Dodge  was  one  of  the  primary 
grain  cities  in  the  entire  Northwest. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Pekin, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  car  last  week,  two  cars  since 
the  first  of  the  week. 

Pekin  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Bergen, 
N.  Dak.: 

Had  four  cars  past  week,  five  so  far  this 
year. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Wales, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  boxcar  past  week. 

Wales  Farmers  Elevator. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Nekoma, 
N.  Dak.: 

No  boxcars  received  last  week. 

Nekoma  Farmers  Cooperative, 
Elevator  Co. 


Here  is  another  telegram  from  Dodge, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  car  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevator. 


Here  is  a  telegram  from  Petersburg, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  boxcar  last  week.  Need  cars. 

Petersburg  Farmers  Cooperative 

Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Stanton, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  2  cars  for  week.  Could  use  50 
more. 

Stanton  Grain  Co. 

Fifty  to  two  is  about  the  proportion, 
Mr.  President. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Juanita, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  three  boxcars  this  last  week. 

Peavey  Elevators. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Landa,  N. 
Dak.: 

Retel.  Saturday  we  received  two  boxcars. 

Landa  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Rutland, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  two  boxcars  past  week1. 

Rutland  Farmers  Cooperative  Grain  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Lisbon,  N. 
Dak.: 

Your  wire  asking  for  number  of  boxcars 
received  past  week.  We  received  three  cars 
after  making  most  urgent  appeals  for  cars 
in  order  to  make  room  for  handling  of  seed 
grain.  Full  particulars  by  air-mail  letter. 

J.  N.  Johnson  Seed  Co. 

The  farmers  come  in  and  want  to  ob¬ 
tain  seed,  but  there  is  no  way  this  ele¬ 
vator  can  clean  seed  because  its  bins  are 
all  full. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Velva,  N.  Dak. : 

One  boxcar  received  last  week.  Keep  after 
them. 

Velva  Farmers  Union  Elevator. 

Here  is  another  telegram  from  Lisbon, 
N.  Dak.: 

Retel.  Received  one  boxcar  last  week. 

E.  N.  Nelson  Elevator. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Coteau,  N. 
Dak.: 

Four  boxcars  received  last  week. 

Fars  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Linton,  N. 
Dak.: 

Received  four  boxcars  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Watford  City, 
N.  Dak.: 

Re  telegram.  Have  had  one  grain  box  since 
April  1. 

Farmers  Coop  Elevator  Co., 

E.  Vensen. 

Here  is  another  telegram  from  Wat¬ 
ford  City: 

Re  telegram.  One  grain  box  so  far  this 
month. 

International  Elevator, 

C.  B.  Staene. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Napoleon, 
N.  Dak.: 

One  car  this  week  and  that  had  a  load  of 
seed  barley  shipped  in.  Need  cars  badly  for 
farm  store  grain. 

Napoleon  Farmers  Co. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Mott,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  3  boxcars  last  week.  Need  50  to 
take  care  of  arrive.  Sales  situation  desperate. 
Buyers  threatening  cancelation  of  contracts. 
Cannot  sell  any  more  to  arrive  because  too 
many  contracts  unfilled,  but  still  have  to  buy 
stored  grain.  Have  150,000  bushels  ready  for 


shipment  here.  Estimate  700,000  still  on 
farms  to  be  moved.  Grain  going  out  of  con¬ 
dition.  Farmers'  bins  aU  full.  Cannot  even 
move  enough  to  get  room  to  clean  seed  grains. 

That  is  a  deplorable  situation,  Mr. 
President.  The  telegram  concludes: 

Present  rate  of  boxcars  won't  see  grain 
move  before  new  crops  start  moving.  Do 
everything  you  can  to  get  us  boxcars. 

L.  V.  Dunkanson  Elevator, 

Hetting,  N.  Dak., 
Clare  Stocking,  Manager. 

The  next  is  a  telegram  from  Willow 
City: 

We  have  been  blocked  since  January  6. 
Can  load  100  cars  and  need  for  immediate 
loading  3  cars  daily.  Over  500  members  want 
to  haul  grain.  Immediate  action  needed  so 
grain  will  be  moved  and  not  allowed  to  spoil 
in  farmers’  bins.  Get  in  touch  with  Senator 
Wheeler  and  insist  on  a  substantial  daily 
increase  of  empties  for  grain  movement  ex¬ 
clusively. 

Willow  City  Farmers  Eelvator  Co., 

H.  S.  Haalund,  Manager. 

Evidently  they  wanted  me  to  see  the 
Senator  from  Montana  because  he  is 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
Commerce.  Of  course  I  got  in  touch 
with  him  promptly. 

I  call  attention  to  the  following  tele¬ 
grams: 

Mott,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  4  boxcars  last  week  need  97  to 
take  care  of  arrive  sales.  Situation  desperate. 
Buyers  threatening  cancelation  of  contracts. 
Cannot  sell  any  more  to  arrive  because  too 
many  contracts  unfilled,  but  still  have  to  buy 
stored  grain.  Have  310,000  bushels  ready  for 
shipment  here.  Estimate  500,000  still  on 
farms  to  be  moved.  Grain  going  out  of  con¬ 
dition.  Farmers’  bins  all  full.  Cannot  even 
move  enough  to  get  room  to  clean  seed  grains. 
Present  rate  of  boxcars  won’t  see  grain  moved 
before  new  crop  starts  moving.  Do  every¬ 
thing  you  can  to  get  us  boxcars. 

Mott  Mill  &  Elevator  Co., 

L.  V.  Duncanson,  Manager. 

Battleview,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  only  one  car  this  week  and  three 
cars  the  month  of  March. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 


Lawton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  two  grain  box  this  week.  Elevator 
blocked  with  grain. 

Lawton  Grain  &  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Corinth,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

'  Received  two  boxcars.  * 

Farmers  Elevator  Cjd. 

Rolette,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Farmers  Elevator. 

Upham,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week.  Situation 
extremely  acute  here. 

Upham  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Edmore,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Got  3  boxcars  this  week  and  only  18  since 
January  1  this  year.  All  grain  in  heating 
condition. 

Farmers  Shipping  &  Supply  Co. 

Lisbon,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Re  tel  received  no  boxcars  this  week. 

Carter  Elevator  Co. 

Edmore,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Elevators  full  of  grain.  Need  cars  urgently. 
Do  something.  We  got  four  cars  during  Jan- 
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uary,  February,  and  March.  Got  one  this 
week. 

Derrick  Farm  Elevator  Co. 


Bowdon,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  three  boxcars  this  week.  Two  box¬ 
cars  during  month  of  March,  one  during 
month  of  February.  Twenty-seven  thousand 
five  hundred  bushels  cash  grain  on  hand  Feb¬ 
ruary  1.  Thirty-six  thousand  bushels  cash 
grain  on  hand  April  1,  which  we  are  unable 
to  ship  account  no  cars  available. 

Bowdon  Grain  Co. 

Crosby,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  have  received  one  car  for  grain  this 
week;  elevator  blocked;  just  room  for  clean¬ 
ing  grain.  There  is  danger  of  grain  spoiling 
in  the  elevator,  not  being  able  to  turn  it, 
and  there  is  grain  in  cribs  on  farms  that 
will  get  out  of  condition  if  not  moved  soon. 

Crosby  Farmers  Grain  Co. 


Wellsburg,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Yours  date  received..  One  car  this  week. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

Gladstone,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Our  order  is  for  five  cars  per  local  train 
day;  have  not  had  a  car  since  February  17. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

They  need  five  cars  a  day.  How  in 
the  name  of  heaven  can  the  Government 
expect  to  have  those  farmers  exist  out 
there  in  that  kind  of  a  condition? 

I  have  received  these  further  tele¬ 
grams:  N 

Rogers,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  no  boxcars  this  week. 

Farmers  Elevator  &  Merchandise  Co. 


Regan,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Two  cars  received  since  January  1.  None 
this  week. 

Regan  Farmers  Union  Co-Op, 
W.  W.  Scott,  Manager. 

Stanley,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  have  received  three  cars  this  week. 
Farmers  Union  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Flasher,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  received  one  boxcar  this  week  for 
loading. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Gardner,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Gardner  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Knox,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Your  message  date  received  two  boxcars  for 
grain  loading  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co.  of  Knox. 


Taylor,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  had  four  boxcars  since  January  1, 
1945.  Crew  will  be  here  soon  to  make  needed 
repairs  to  elevator  and  must  ship  out  grain. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Oberon,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  two  boxcars  past  week.  Am 
plugged  and  trying  to  clean  seed  grain  for 
farmers.  Your  assistance  requested  and  will 
be  appreciated. 

Farmers’  Union  Co-Op  Elevator, 

C.  P.  Larson. 


Beach,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Occident  Elevator,  Beach,  received  two 
cars,  Chama  two,  Golva  one. 

Occident  Elevator. 


Mott,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  1  boxcar  last  week;  need  20  to 
take  care  of  arrive  sales;  situation  desperate. 
Buyers  threatening  cancelation  of  contracts. 
Cannot  sell  any  more  to  arrive  because  too 
many  contracts  unfilled;  still  have  to  buy  in 
stored  grain.  Have  50,000  bushels  ready  for 
shipment  here;  estimate  150,000  still  on 
farms  to  be  moved.  Grain  going  out  of  con¬ 
dition;  farmers’  bins  all  full;  cannot  even 
move  enough  to  get  room  to  clean  seed 
grains.  Present  rate  of  boxcars  won’t  see 
grain  moved  before  new  crops  start  moving. 
Do  everything  you  can  to  get  us  boxcars. 

L.  V.  Duncanson  Elevator, 

V.  D.  Duncanson,  Manager. 

That  Is  really  in  South  Dakota,  right 
on  the  line  between  North  Dakota  and 
South  Dakota. 

I  read  telegrams  from  Walhalla  and 
Hebron,  N.  Dak.: 

Walhalla,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

Walhalla,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co.  operating  two 
elevators  received  two  cars  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Hebron,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  received  2  boxcars  the  past  week; 
had  50  ordered;  elevator  completely  blocked 
since  January  10,  1945.  Will  require  200  box¬ 
cars  to  move  balance  of  1944  crop. 

Hebron  Farmers'  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Oh,  Mr.  Crowley  says  the^  send  them 
to  other  countries.  I  have  his  report 
here  showing  they  send  them,  but  none 
are  sent  to  the  farmers  of  the  United 
States.  They  send  them  to  north  Africa, 
and  I  shall  take  up  a  discussion  of  north 
Africa  and  Ethiopia  before  I  get  through 
with  this  matter.  I  hope  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  South  Dakota  will 
return  to  the  Chamber  and  read  some  of 
the  letters  he  has  received  from  soldiers 
who  tell  of  acres  of  land  filled  with  com¬ 
bines  which  have  been  there  for  years, 
and  not  one  of  them  used.  Of  course, 
what  happened  a  year  and  a  half  ago 
will  probably  happen  again.  I  offered 
Resolution  105,  when  millions  and  mil¬ 
lions  of  bushels  of  flax,  wheat,  oats,  and 
barley  were  piled  upon  the  ground  all 
over  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  and 
snow  came  and  covered  the  grain. 

I  have  also  received  the  following  tele¬ 
grams  : 

Glenburn,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Your  wire  received  re  boxcars  have  had 
two  this  week  the  first  since  March  20,  1945. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


Mott,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Retel  received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 

Balta,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

St.  Anthony  and  Balta  Elevator  Co. 


Rogers,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  no  boxcars  this  week., 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Tower  City,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Had  no  cars  since  March  30.  Filled  up  on 
grain.  Needed  badly. 

Feavey  Elevator. 


Aneta,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

One  boxcar  this  week. 

M.  F.  M.  Grain  Co. 

Montpelier,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  four  boxes  this  week  account  had 
hot  grain  in  elevator,  otherwise  probably 
would  have  received  one. 

Montpelier  Grain  Co. 

Hamar,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  received  no  cars  this  week.  In  fact, 
only  two  grain  boxes  this  year  outside  of  a 
few  coal  cars  we  were  permitted  to  use  for 
grain.  Do  your  best.  Thanks. 

Hamar  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

That  corroborates  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Butler]  said  a  few  moments  ago 
about  conditions  in  Nebraska,  where  ce¬ 
ment  cars  are  being  used  to  ship  corn. 
In  North  Dakota  coal  cars  are  being  used, 
and  anyone  who  has  ever  shipped  wheat 
in  a  coal  car  knows  the  loss  that  accrues, 
and  the  trouble  it  takes  to  put  such  cars 
in  shape  to  ship  wheat. 

The  following  telegrams  are  from 
Dunn  Center,  Deering,  Berthold,  Kulm, 
and  Mandan,  N.  Dak.: 

Dunn  Center,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Retel  we  received  two  cars  past  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Deering,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  one  car  this  week. 

Rising  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Berthold,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 

Received  three  cars  in  January,  two 
cars  in  February,  six  cars  in  March,  4  cars 
in  April.  Elevator  blocked  most  of  the  time 
with  several  thousand  bushels  on  farms  to 
be  moved  as  soon  as  we  can  get  cars  to 
move  it. 

Berthold  Farmers  Elevator. 

Kulm,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  one  boxcar  for  week  ending 
April  7. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Mandan,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

We  shipped  eight  boxcars  this  week. 

Slop^. Elevator  Co. 

I  have  received  a  telegram  from  De- 
slacs,  as  follows: 

Received  three  cars  this  week.  Urgent 
need  of  more. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Richardton,  N.  Dak.: 

Two  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Richardton  Farmers  Union 
Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Litchville,  N.  Dak., 
where  the  Governor  of  the  State  lives, 
as  follows: 

Re  telegram,  one  car  received  this  week. 

J.  C.  Miller  Elevator. 

A  telegram  from  Gackle,  N.  Dak.: 

One  grain  car  received  this  week.  Cars 
needed  very  badly. 

Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Emerado,  N.  Dak.: 

Re  telegram,  we  received  two  boxcars  this 
Week. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Osabrock,  N.  Dak.: 

Loaded  two  cars  this  week. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 
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A  telegram  from  Litchville,  N.  Dak.: 

Re  telegram,  one  car  received  this  week. 

Giebink  Elevator. 

A  telegram  from  Aneta,  N.  Dak.: 

One  boxcar  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Association. 

A  telegram  from  Sharon,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  boxcar  this  week.  Need  lots 
more.  Thanks. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator. 

A  telegram  from  Ray,  N.  Dak. : 

Received  three  cars  this  week. 

Independent  Elevator  Co. 

Also  a  telegram  from  Minnewaukan, 
N.  Dak. : 

No  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Cuba,  N.  Dak.: 

We  have  received  no  boxcars  the  past  week. 

J.  C.  Miller  Elevator. 

A  telegram  from  Eckman,  N.  Dak.,  as 
follows: 

Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Hague,  N.  Dak.: 

We  received  one  boxcar  this  week,  but  need 
many  more. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Erie,  N.  Dak. : 

Received  two  grain  cars  this  week. 

Erie  Grain  Co. 

Then  I  have  a  telegram  from  Berlin, 
N.  Dak.,  that  is  the  town  near  which  re¬ 
sides  my  distinguished  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Young  ] .  The  telegram  is  as  follows : 

Got  one  car  this  week.  Urgent  need  of  cars. 

Berlin  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Harwood,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Farmers  Elevator, 

A.  W.  Scott. 

A  telegram  from  Orrin,  N.  Dak. : 

Loaded  one  boxcar  that  was  emptied  here. 

Woodworth  Elevator  Co. 

Mr.  President,  the  only  car  the  Wood- 
worth  Co.  received  was  one  which  had 
been  shipped  in  to  Orrin  containing 
some  sort  of  goods  which,  after  it  was 
emptied,  was  promptly  loaded  by  the 
Woodworth  Elevator  Co.  with  wheat.  - 

A  telegram  from  Appam,  N.  Dak.: 

Wire  received.  Thanks.  Have  received  2 
boxcars  this  week.  Would  like  12  more  at 
once. 

Appam  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Mr.  President,  all  the  time  the  grain 
the  farmers  are  holding  up  there  is  spoil¬ 
ing.  The  farmers  want  to  get  out  into 
the  fields  and  do  their  farm  work.  Seed¬ 
ing  time  is  at  hand.  They  cannot  empty 
their  granaries,  they  cannot  clean  their 
seed  because  the  granaries  are  all  filled 
up. 

A  telegram  from  Ayr,  N.  Dak.,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Tuttle,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  car  during  week.  Elevator 
blocked.  Do  what  you  can  for  us. 

Tuttle  Grain  Co. 


A  telegram  from  Mapleton,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  no  cars  this  week. 

Mapleton  Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator, 
Clint  McFaden,  Manager. 

A  telegram  from  Arnegard,  N.  Dak.: 

No  cars  11  days.  Serious  delay  in  moving 
farm-stored  grain.  Will  have  about  200,000 
bushels  to  move  before  next  crop. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Ray,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  two  cars  this  week. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Kramer,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  no  cars  this  week.  Three  needed. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Tuttle,  N.  Dak.: 

Re  tel  only  received  one  car  during  week. 
Elevator  blocked  last  2  months. 

Farmers  Educational  &  Co-Op 

Union  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Maddock,  N.  Dak.: 

Have  received  three  boxcars  the  past  2 
weeks. 

.  Maddock  Farmers  Grain  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Maddock,  N.  Dak.: 

Two  cars  this  week.  First  for  many  days. 
Filled  to  capacity.  Carrying  charges  mount¬ 
ing  daily. 

Jamestown  Grain  Co., 

R.  F.  Boehm,  Owner. 

The  farmers  have  to  keep  storing  the 
grain.  They  cannot  ship  it  out.  Mr. 
President,  it  seems  that  the  farmers  of 
America  do  not  amount  to  much,  but  by 
all  means  help  the  farmers  of  Europe, 
the  farmers  of  Ethiopia. 

A  telegram  from  Cavalier,  N.  Dak.: 

One  boxcar  received  this  week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

Then  I  have  received  a  telegram  from 
Valley  City,  N.  Dak.,  right  in  the  very 
heart  of  the  grain  country  of  the  North¬ 
west,  as  follows: 

Retel  no  boxcars  received  this  week.  Only 
one  boxcar  in  last  314  months. 

Berae  Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Epping,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  3  boxcars  this  week,  wanted  30. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

The  following  telegram  came  from  Ha¬ 
vana,  N.  Dak.: 

Received  four  boxcars  this  week. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Grain  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Wahpeton,  N.  Dak.: 

We  received  three  boxcars  this  week. 

Farmers  Mill  &  Elevator. 

A  telegram  from  Crosby,  N.  Dak. : 

Received  one  car  last  week;  average  five 
cars  per  month  for  last  3  months.  Elevators, 
granaries,  cribs  full  with  no  chance  for  mov¬ 
ing  or  processing  grain  to  guard  against  any 
weevil  infestation  and  spoilage. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Regent,  N.  Dak.,  as 
follows: 

Retel,  received  three  boxcars  past  week. 

Osborne-McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Also  a  telegram  from  Mohall,  N.  Dak., 
as  follow^: 

Two  boxcars  received  this  week. 

St.  Anthony  &  Dakota  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  New  England,  N.  Dak.  j 

Retel,  received  three  boxcars  past  week. 

Geo.  C.  Bagley  Elevator  Co. 


A  telegram  from  Harvey,  N.  Dak.,  as 
follows: 

Please  be  advised  we  have  had  grain  cars 
as  follows:  6  for  January,  2  for  February, 
3  for  March,  and  1  for  April;  can  use  18  per 
week. 

Harvey  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co., 

A.  Welk,  Manager. 

Mr.  President,  think  of  it — 6  cars  for 
January,  2  for  February,  and  3  for  March, 
and  1  for  April,  12  in  all  during  4  months, 
and  they  can  use  18  cars  a  week. 

The  following  telegram  was  sent  to  me 
from  Kloten,  N.  Dak.: 

Get  in  touch  immediately  with  Interstate 
Commerce  Committee,  Chairman  Wheeler, 
and  insist  on  a  substantial  daily  increase  in 
empty  boxcars  from  eastern  roads  to  western 
roads,  and  the  latter  be  required  to  place 
those  cars  in  country  for  grain  movement, 
otherwise  grain  taken  in  during  the  winter 
will  spoil  if  we  do  not  get  same  moved  out 
before  warm  weather  sets  in.  We  have  had 
three  boxcars  at  our  elevators  since  December 
12.  Do  all  you  can  for  elevators  here  in  the 
country. 

Kloten  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Think  of  it,  Mr.  President,  only  three 
boxcars  received  since  December  12. 

A  telegram  from  Van  Hook,  N.  Dak.: 

Please  contact  Chairman  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Committee  Wheeler  and  urge  him 
have  boxcars  moved  to  this  territory  for  grain. 
Loading  elevators  all  blocked.  Only  one  car 
received  this  week  and  four  last  month. 
Farmers  Union  Cooperative 

Elevator  Association, 
Gerald  Ranum. 

Another  telegram  from  Van  Hook, 
N.  Dak.: 

Received  one  grain  box  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Lankin,  N.  Dak.,  as 
follows: 

We  urge  that  you  get  in  touch  with  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Committee,  Chairman 
Wheeler,  and  insist  on  a  substantial  daily 
increase  of  empty  boxcars  from  eastern  roads 
to  western  roads,  and  the  latter  be  requested 
to  place  these  cars  in  the  country  for  grain 
movement  exclusively.  Immediate  action  is 
necessary  to  avoid  spoiling  of  grain  and 
warehouse  space  be  made  available  to  handle 
the  increased  production.  Farmers  are  be¬ 
ing  called  to  produce  in  1945,  and  in  reply 
to  your  wire  no  cars  received  this  week. 

Lankin  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co., 

T.  J.  Sobolik,  Manager. 

A  telegram  from  Grenora,  N.  Dak.,  as 
follows: 

We  had  three  cars  in  February,  four  in 
March,  two  so  far  this  month;  we  could  use 
eight  cars  per  day  for  the  next  2  months. 

Grenora  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

In  other  words,  they  have  had  three 
cars  in  February,  four  in  March,  and  two 
in  April  so  far,  nine  altogether,  whereas 
they  can  use  eight  cars  a  day  for  the  next 
2  months.  I  was  in  Grenora  some  time 
ago,  and  I  know  that  the  granaries  in  the 
entire  neighboring  country  are  filled. 

A  telegram  from  Edmunds,  N.  Dak. : 

Received  one  car  this  week. 

Edmunds  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 

A  telegram  from  McClusky,  N.  Dak., 
as  follows: 

Received  three  cars  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 

A  telegram  from  Powers  Lake,  N. 
Dak.: 
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Received  three  boxcars  this  week;  prior  to 
this  week,  three  a  month  since  January  1. 

Farmers  Equity  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Dickinson,  N.  Dak.: 

Loaded  3  cars  this  week,  19  since  Jan¬ 
uary  1;  been  blocked  since  January  10. 

Farmers’  Cooperative 

Union  Elevator  Co. 

A  telegram  from  Zap,  N.  Dak.,  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 


Park  River,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Loaded  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Park  River  Farmers  Elevator. 
E.  Kelner. 


Hensel,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Thank  you.  Received  one  grain  box  this 
week.  No  cars  shipped  since  February  16, 
when  coal  car  was  loaded. 

Hensel  Farmers  Union  Elevator, 
Chas.  R.  Weed. 


Retel.  No  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevators. 

A  telegram  from  North  Valley  City, 
N.  Dak.,  as  follows:  •• 

Retel.  Received  one  rough  boxcar  this 
week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

That  means  they  had  to.  fix  up  the  car 
and  get  it  in  shape  so  they  could  ship 
grain. 

A  telegram  from  Page,  N.  Dak.,  as 
follows : 

Received  no  cars  for  a  month. 

Awalden  Elevator  Co. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  in  the  Red  River 
Valley,  the  very  heart  of  the  wheat  coun¬ 
try. 

I  have  also  the  following  telegrams: 

Hazen,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

,  Received  2  boxcars  this  week.  Need  50 
more. 

Farmers’  Elevator  of  Hazen. 


Again  we  find  the  farmers  trying  to 
ship  wheat  in  old  coal  cars. 

I  read  more  telegrams: 

Rugby,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1954. 
We  received  two  grain  box  this  week. 

Rugby  Farmers  Union 

Cooperative  Elevator, 
M.  A.  Monger,  Manager. 


Carrington,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1954. 
Two  grain  boxes  placed  and  loaded  this 
week. 


Honlon  Grain  Go., 

Dover,  N.  Dak. 


Hillsboro,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  this  week. 

Eldorado  Elevator  &  Trading  Co., 
Herman  Koering. 


Hillsboro,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  six  cars  this  week. 

Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co. 


Beulah,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Retel  this  afternoon,  received  one  boxcar 
this  week. 


Occident  Elevator. 


Plaza,  n.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  received  one  boxcar  for  grain  this  week. 

Plaza  Equity  Elevatpr  Co. 

Cando,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

X  received  one  boxcar  this  week 

H.'  C.  Wold. 

Lark,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 

Two  cars — first  cars  since  December. 

Occident  Elevator. 

December,  January,  February,  March, 
and  April,  and  they  have  two  box  cars 
in  which  to  ship  grain.  The  whole  sur¬ 
rounding  country  is  a  farming  commu¬ 
nity. 

Beulah,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

One  boxcar  received  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevator. 


Adrian,  N.  Dak.,  April  7.  1945. 
Received  1  boxcar  this  week.  Could  use 
26. 


Adrian  Equity  Elevator  Co. 


Rolla,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
One  boxcar  this  week. 

Stanthony  Elevator  Co. 


Hazen,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  2  boxcars  this  week.  Can  use  50 
more. 


Hazen  Grain  Co. 


Rolla,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  boxcars  this  week. 


Wm,  Elliott. 


McHenry,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Two  cars  received  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevators, 

L.  D.  Overbeck,  Manager. 

Grafton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  received  three  boxcars  for  loading 
this  week. 

Farmers’  Cooperative  Grain  Co. 


Rolla,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  boxcars  this  week. 

Fars  Grain  Co. 

Mohall,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Gunderson  Hansen  Elevator  Co. 


Hazen,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 

•  _____ 

Warwick,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  one  car  this  week;  eight  cars  this 
year; 

Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co. 

Mr.  President,  how  would  you  like  to 
operate  a  business  in  the  heart  of  the 
grain  country,  and  receive  eight  boxcars 
so  far  this  year? 

Here  are  some  further  telegrams: 

Fullerton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  have  had  no  boxcars  since  March  20. 
Your  efforts  to  help  us. will  be  greatly  appre¬ 
ciated.  • 

Respectfully. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Earl  Nelson,  Agent. 


Fillmore,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
One  car  received  since  March  1. 

Fillmore  Equity  Elevator  Co. 

That  is  in  the  heart  of  the  grain  coun¬ 
try,  in  Benson  County. 

Fillmore,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  cars  the  past  2  weeks;  situation  drastic. 
Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co., 

B.  Thompson,  Agent. 

Jessie,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  car  since  February  26.  Am  80  percent 
full. 

Jessie  Farmers  Mercantile  and  elevator  co. 

Tolna,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Did  not  receive  any  cars  this  week. 

Tolna  Farmers  Union  Elevator, 

F.  T.  Patterson. 


Osnabrock,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  boxcars  received  this  week.  Twenty- 
fiye  boxcars  needed  for  immediate  loading. 

Rasmusson  Grain  Co. 

Cando,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Towner  County  Grain  Co. 


Crystal,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Elevator  full  to  roof;  could  load  out  14  cars 
this  week.  Need"25  bad. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Rawson,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Haven’t  seen  a  car  for  10  days.  Have  over 
45,000  bushels  in  elevator,  approximately  30,- 
000  bushels  cash  grain  over  station,-  volume 
approximately  500,000  bushels. 

Rawson  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Half  a  million  bushels,  and  he  has  not 
seen  a  car  for  10  days. 

Belfield,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  three  boxcars  this  week,  during 
month  of  February  two,  during  March  two 
cars. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


Ross,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  this  week;  total  nine  cars 
this  year. 


Victoria  Elevator  Co. 


Delamere,  N.  Dak..  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  this  week. 

P.  H.  Gust  Elevator. 


New  Salem,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Three  cars  this  week. 

New  Salem  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


Bismarck,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Had  four  cars  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevator. 

Bowesmont,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Two  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Williston,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  have  had  two  cars  this  week. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Luverne,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Luverne  Farmers 

Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Hoople.  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Hoople  Farmers’  Grain  Co. 


Medina,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week  loaded 
April  3. 

Medina  Farmers’  Union  Grain  Co., 

F.  L.  Rudolp. 

Cleveland,  N.  Dak..  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  this  week. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Association. 

Streeter,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  3  cars  last  week,  but  we  need  17 
more. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 
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Adams.  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  wire.  No  cars  this  week. 

Adams  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Cummings,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  no  boxcars  this  week. 

Cummings  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Makoti,  N.  Dak.,  April  7 ,  1945. 
Cars  received  this  week,  three. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

West  Hope,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Answering  yours  date,  received  one  boxcar 
this  week. 

Kuroki  Elevator  Co. 

Milnor,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Re  telegram  two  boxcars. 

Farmers  Grain  &  Trading  Co. 

Harvey,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Re  your  telegram,  received  two  grain  boxes 
this  week,  two  cars  in  March. 

Farmers  Grain  &  Feed  Co., 

L.  H.  Palmer. 

That  is  in  the  very  heart  of  the  grain 
country  in  Wells  County.  They  received 
two  boxcars  in  March. 

Alamo,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
We  received  three  boxcars  this  week. 
Alamo  Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 


Brampton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Two  cars. 

Brampton  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Colgan,  N.  Dak,,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  only  one  enjpty  boxcar  for  grain 
loading  this  week,  first  one  since  March  23. 
Have  received  only  seven  cars  all  together 
since  January  1. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Sanish,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  grain  cars  this  week;  cars 
needed  badly. 

y  Victoria  Elevator  Co., 

N.  J.  Janski. 


Fortuna,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  four  cars  this  week;  nine  during 
February  and  March. 

Farmers’  Elevator  Co. 


Donnybrook,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  one  boxcar  this  week,  making 
only  five  cars  this  year. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Five  cars  this  year  at  Donnybrook,  in 
a  great  community,  with  farmers  for  50 
miles  in  every  direction. 

Lehr,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Have  received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Eichhorn  and  Son, 
By  Richard  A.  Becke. 


Sanish,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  two  grain  cars  this  week.  Your 
efforts  greatly  appreciated. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator, 

R.  J.  Dinwoodie. 

Bisbee,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Did  not  receive  any  boxcars  this  week. 

Bisbee  Grain  Co., 

F.  J.  Bonn. 

Noonan,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  received  two  boxcars  this  week.  Both 
elevators  blocked. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Hatton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  three  cars  this  week.  Five  cars 
month  of  March. 

Hatton  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

That  is  in  the  very  heart  of  the  grain 
country  of  America,  Mr.  President,  where 
they  ought  to  be  getting  12,  13,  or  14  cars 
a  day. 

Clifford,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Re  tel  only  received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Clifford  Farmers  Coop  Elevator  Co. 

Amborse,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  no  cars  this  week. 

Osborne -McMillan  Elevator  Co. 


Cogswell,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Co-Op  Grain  Co. 

Overly,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  no  boxcars  the  past  week. 

Osborn  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Minto,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Re  your  wire  date  Minto  received  no  box¬ 
cars  this  week. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Strasburg,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  three  boxcars  past  week. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Weethope,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Answering  yours  date  received  one  boxcar 
this  week. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Forman,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
We  received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 


Gardena,  N.'Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Your  wire  date.  Received  one  boxcar  this 
week. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator. 


Embden,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  empties  received. 

Farmers  Grain  Co. 

That  is  in  the  middle  of  the  Red  River 
Valley.  No  empties  received. 

Fairdale,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  cars  received  this  week.  Elevator  is 
full. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 


Ambrose,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Ambrose  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Alkaeo,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  empty  car. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Kramer,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  had  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Kramer  Equity  Elevator  Co. 

Watford  City,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Re  tel.  One  boxcar  this  month. 

St.  Anthony  &  Dakota  Elevator  Co. 

That  is  the  county  seat  of  a  county  as 
large  as  some  States.  It  received  no  box 
cars  this  month. 

Devils  Lake,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945.  ' 

Re  tel  date.  No  boxcars  received  this 
week. 

Farmers  Mill  and  Elevator  Association. 

That  is  a  town  of  9,000  population,  in 
the  heart  of  the  grain  country.  No  box¬ 
cars  were  received  this  week. 


Blanchard,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Re  tel  only  received  two  boxcars  this  week. 

Blanchard  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 

Epping,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  three  boxcars  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 

Anamoose,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Grain  Association. 

Lidgerwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Three  boxcars  received  this  week.  This 
was  more  than  received  previous  month. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Flaxton,  N.  Dak.,  April  8.  1945. 

We  have  had  three  boxcars  this  week. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

Buxton,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

We  have  received  two  boxcars  this  week. 
Four  since  January  1.  Line  house,  that  usu¬ 
ally  handle  one-fourth  as  much  grain  as  we 
do,  has  received  four  cars  in  same  period. 
Have  been  plugged  on  oats  and  barley  for 
several  weeks.  Large  volume  of  farm  storage 
that  will  not  move  in  time  for  next  crop  un¬ 
less  cars  start  coming  through.  Will  greatly 
appreciate  anything  you  can  do  to  relieve  this 
situation.. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Tunbridge,  N.  Dak.,  Apr.il  8,  1945. 

X  received  one  boxcar  last  week. 

Farmers  Coop  Elevator  Co., 
Bennie  Sollin,  Manager. 


Douglas,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Received  1  car  last  week.  Total  of  8  cars 
in  3  months.  Need  over  100  cars  to  move  last 
year’s  crop  which  is  still  on  hand. 

Douglas  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Of  course,  that  means  the  farmers  still 
have  it  around  there,  Mr.  President. 

WooDwoiiTH,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Retel  received  one  grain  box  March  29, 
no  other  since  that  date.  Orders  for  grain 
cars  filed  since  January  26  are  unfilled. 

M.  D.  Sorenson  Elevator. 


Tioga,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 
Received  3  c:  rs  past  week,  need  20  cars  at 
once. 


E.  O.  Dickinson  Grain  Co. 


Hettinger,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  7  cars  during  March,  4  cars  this 
week.  Need  30  cars  next  3  weeks. 

P.  E.  Knudson  Mill  &  Elevator. 

If  he  wants  30  boxcars  in  the  next  3 
weeks  he  will  have  to  get  them  back  from 
Ethiopia,  north  Africa,  Paris,  or  some¬ 
where  else.  • 

Churchs  Ferry,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Six  boxcars  ordered  since  February  22,  not 
filled.  Ordered  6  more  for  next  week. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Association. 

Well,  that  gentleman  is  very  optimistic. 
He  has  ordered  six  boxcars  since  Febru¬ 
ary  22,  and  has  not  received  them  yet, 
so  he  has  ordered  six  more  for  next  week. 

Emrick,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Have  not  received  any  grain  box  since 
March  31.  Account  scarcity  of  grain  box  we 
have  even  got  down  to  loading  gondolas 
with  wheat.  Farmers’  granaries  so  full  they 
are  unable  to  find  room  to  clean  their  grain. 
Both  of  our  elevators  are  blocked.  Please  do 
all  you  can  to  alleviate  this  situation. 

Cyrus  Clough. 

Tolley,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

No  boxcars  received  the  past  week. 

Tolley  Grain  Growers  Association. 
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Forest  River,  N,  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Re  tel  had  only  one  boxcar  during  last  22 
days. 

Earmers  Elevator  Co. 

Belfield,  N.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Received  three  boxcars  past  week  four 
other  cars  since  January  26. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Leonard,  D.  Dak.,  April  8,  1945. 

Received  one  boxcar  for  grain  loading  this 
week. 

Peavey  Elevators. 

Dickinson,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 

Two  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 


New  England,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  three  boxcars  past  week. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 


New  England,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
No  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Beulah  Farmers  Union  Elevator. 

Zap,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  last  grain  box  March  24. 

Farmers  Co-Op.  Co. 


Wyndmere,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  not  had  any  boxcars  since  March  30. 

Moselle  Elevator  Co. 

Rocklake,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  received  no  boxcars  this  week.  Some¬ 
thing  must  be  done  to  move  this  grain  soon. 

Crocus  Farmers’  Union 
Elevator  Co., 

Crocus,  N.  Dak. 

Thelan,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  no  boxcars  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 

Max,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  have  not  received  any  grain  boxes  since 
February  12. 

Max  Grain  Co. 

Crosby,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

■r'  This  week  two  cars.  Thank  you. 

Osborne  McMillian  Elevator  Co. 


Braddock,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  haven’t  had  a  boxcar  since  March  21. 

P.  W.  Berkholtz  Elevator  Co. 


McVille,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  no  repeat,  no  boxcars  this  week. 
McVille  Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co. 

Brisbane,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  boxcars  the  past  week. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Dazey,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  only  one  grain  box  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevator  Co. 

Harlow,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  no  boxcars  this  week.  Ordered 
eight. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

He  ordered  eight,  but  received  none. 

Mohall,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
One  boxcar  received  this  week. 

Auth  Independent  Elevator. 


Sheyenne  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  3  cars  this  week  and  need  40  more 
for  wet  grain  at  once. 

Equity  Elevator  and  Trading  Co. 

Of  course,  Mr.  President,  if  they  do  not 
get  them  the  grain  will  spoil,  and  either 
the  farmers  who  produced  the  grain  will 
lose  it  or,  if  they  have  sold  it  to  the  ele¬ 
vator  company,  the  elevator  company 
will  lose  it;  and  inasmuch  as  the  elevator 
is  a  local  cooperative  concern,  the  farm¬ 
ers  around  there  who  put  in  their  crop 
last  year  will  lose  it. 

Harlow  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  no  boxcars  this  month;  have  or¬ 
dered  35  cars. 

Farmers  Union  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Lignite,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  got  four  cars  this  week. 

Agent  Sta  and  Dakota  Elevator  Co. 

Barton,  N,  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

One  boxcar  this  week.  Total  of  four  since 
January  1. 

Barton  Independent  Elevator  Co. 


Cavalier  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Blocked  on  all  grains.  Got  one  car  this 
week. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 


Beach,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  cars  this  week  up  to  5  p.  m.  today. 

Beach  Cooperative  Grain  Co. 


Max,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Our  elevator  has  been  plugged  since  mid- 
January.  Have  received  following  number  of 
cars  since  January,  5;  February,  2;  March,  5; 
April,  1. 

Equity  Farmers’  Elevator  Co. 


Page,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  no  grain  cars  this  week. 

Page  Elevator  Co. 


Baker,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Our  last  boxcar  was  received  March  22. 
Farmers  Union  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Enderlin,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  this  week. 

Enderlin  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Eldridge,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  one  the  3d. 

Farmers  Union  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 


Wahpeton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  have  no  boxcars  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevator. 

Enderlin,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 
Received  one  car. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Norma,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Your  message  date  received  1  boxcar  this 
®  week,  elevator  blocked,  have  28  cars  ordered 
now. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 


Marion,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
One  grain  car  received  this  month.  Four 
elevators  blocked. 

Marion  Equity  Elevator. 


That  telegram  is  from  Horace,  Mr. 
President,  almost  in  the  middle  of  the 
Red  River  Valley,  a  farming  community 
in  its  entirety,  and  we  learn  that  it  has 
not  received  a  boxcar  since  January  10. 

McClusky,  N.  Dak.,  Apr.  7, 1945. 

Received  four  cars  this  week.  Including 
one  at  Picardsville. 

McCluskey  Farmers  Elevator. 


Blabon,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  one  boxcar,  four  gondolas  this 
Week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

They,  too,  are  shipping  their  wheat  in 
coal  cars. 

I  see  that  my  distinguished  colleague, 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska,  has  re¬ 
turned  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Let 
me  inform  him  that  the  people  in  his 
State  are  not  the  only  ones  who  ship  their 
grain  in  cement  cars,  because  the  tele¬ 
gram  I  hold  in  my  hand  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Mayville,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Loaded  one  machine  car  and  one  cement 
car  that  went  empty  at  Mayville. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 


Norma,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Your  message  date  received.  One  boxcar 
this  week.  Elevator  blocked.  Have  19  cars 
orders  now. 

Osborn  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 


Berwick,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1495. 
Re  your  telegram,  received  one  boxcar  this 
week. 

St.  Anthony  &  Dakota  Elevator. 


Hague,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  during  this  week. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 


Steele,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  received  one  car  this  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


Steele,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  received  two  cars  this  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 


Auburn,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Auburn  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Fairmount,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
No  grain  cars  received  this  week. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

Towner,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
We  have  had  two  cars  this  week. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Milton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Have  had  no  cars  since  March  10,  and  only 
two  in  March. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 


Zeeland,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  need  boxcars  in  this  territory.  There 
is  a  lot  of  grain  to  be  moved;  some  wheat 
beginning  to  heat;  so  will  you  please  see 
what  you  can  do  about  it? 

Zeeland  Farmers  Union 

Co-Op  Association. 


Mayville,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945, 
None  this  week. 


Mayville  Grain  Co. 


Horace,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Last  boxcar  received  January  10. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Fredonia,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Highly  appreciate  your  inquiry.  First  week 
of  April  we  had  one  car;  same  was  unloaded 
at  this  station.  We  are  always  blocked,  and 
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could  use  10  to  12  cars  a  week  for  some  time. 

Farmers  Co-Op  Elevator  Co. 

Fullerton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

No  boxcars  since  March  21.  Elevator 
blocked.  Farmers  holding  thousands  bushels 
on  farms. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co., 

S.  O.  Friend,  Manager. 

Harvey,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Received  two  boxcars  this  week  and  two 
boxcars  during  the  month  of  March. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co., 

L.  A.  Berdahl,  Agent. 

Ryder,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Boxcar  situation  serious.  Wheat  spoiling. 
Use  your  influence.  Get  us  cars  from  eastern 
roads  for  grain  movement  in  North  Dakota. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Ryder  Farmers  Union  Elevator, 

R.  G.  Miller. 

Well,  Mr.  President,  that  is  what  I  am 
trying  to  do  today.  I  see  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  in  the  Senate 
Chamber,  and  I  am  trying  to  use  my  in¬ 
fluence  with  him.  I  am  reading  these 
telegrams  in  order  to  bring  the  situation 
to  his  attention. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  John¬ 
ston  of  South  Carolina  in  the  chair). 
Does  the  Senator  from-  North  Dakota 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  that  I  myself 
am  not  in  the  boxcar  business. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  may  not 
be  in  the  boxcar  business,  but  there  sits 
the  man  who  presided  in  very  fine  fashion 
over  the  Democratic  national  convention 
4  years  ago. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  did  not  even  have 
any  boxcars  out  there.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  LANGER.  Well,  Mr.  President,  to 
whom  can  a  Senator  of  the  minority  go, 
if  not  to  the  majority  leader,  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  manager  on  the  other  side  of  the 
aisle? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  will 
point  out  to  me  any  railroad  president  or 
railroad  general  manager  with  whom  I 
have  any  influence  in  connection  with  the 
distribution  of  boxcars,  of  course,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  render  any  service  I  can.  But 
I  do  not  know  of  any  such  individual  or 
any  such  railroad  or  any  such  official 
with  whom  I  have  any  influence. 

The  Senator  has  been  reading  a  num¬ 
ber  of  telegrams,  evidently  in  reply  to 
messages  he  has  sent  to  people  in  his 
State  asking  how  many  boxcars  they  have 
had  within  a  given  period.  I  imagine 
many  of  us  could  send  telegrams  to  our 
States  asking  how  many  boxcars  the  peo¬ 
ple  there  have  received  for  certain  pur¬ 
poses  within  the  last  year  or  two;  and  if 
we  did  so  I  suppose  we  would  find  that 
there  is  a  shortage  of  boxcars  on  all  the 
railroads,  due  to  war  conditions,  because 
of  the  priority  of  shipments  for  war  pur¬ 
poses.  I  do  not  think  the  particular  tele¬ 
grams  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
has  been  reading  shed  any  light  which 
would  show  that  the  situation  in  North 
Dakota  is  different  from  that  which  may 
exist  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 

But  if  I  had  a  boxcar,  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator,  I  would  let  him  have  it. 


Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
glad  the  the  distinguished  majority  lead¬ 
er  made  that  speech. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  telegrams  which 
have  come  to  me,  and  which  were  re¬ 
ceived  long  before  I  sent  out  the  tele¬ 
grams  to  which  reference  has  been  made. 

I  want  the  majority  leader  to  know  that 
I  did  not  invite  the  sending  of  these  tele¬ 
grams.  I  have  received  many  telegrams. 
Here  is  a  sample  of  them : 

Medina,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Get  in  touch  with  Interstate  Commerce 
Committee  Chairman  Wheeler  on  boxcar 
situation.  Must  have  more  empty  boxcars  in 
Northwest  States  to  move  wet  grain  stored  in 
elevators  and  farms  to  market  to  avoid  heavy 
spoilage  and  warehouse  space  must  be  made 
available  to  handle  the  increased  production 
farmers  are  being  called  to  produce  in  1945. 

Medina  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 

F.  L.  Rudolp,  Manager. 

Here  is  another  telegram: 

Tolna,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  need  cars;  we  ask  you  to  do  all  in  your 
power  to  have  more  empty  cars  diverted  from 
East  to  this  section  of  the  country  so  grain 
can  be  moved  and  not  have  to  lay  in  storage 
and  spoil  as  some  has  very  high  moisture 
content. 

Tolna  Farmers  Union  Elevator, 

F.  T.  Patterson. 

Here  is  a  telegram  from  Reynolds, 
N.  Dak. 

We  call  your  attention  to  critical  boxcar 
shortage  throughout  Northwest.  Our  eleva¬ 
tor  ordered  cars  in  December.  To  date  we 
have  received  one  car.  We  have  had  to  turn 
away  thousands  bushels  of  grain  because 
elevator  is  blocked,  causing  financial  loss  to 
farmers  and  ourselves,  besides  our  loss  of 
prestige.  Hundreds  other  elevators  blocked. 
Thousands  and  thousands  bushels  in  farm 
storage.  Farmers  clamoring  for  chance  to 
deliver.  Urge  you  contact  Senator  Wheeler, 
chairman  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commit¬ 
tee,  insisting  cars  be  moved  from  eastern  to 
western  roads. 

Reynolds  Co-Op  Association, 

C.  Peter  Haugen,  ' 

Secretary-Treasury . 

And  so  forth.  I  have  the  remainder  of 
the  telegrams  before  me,  Mr.  President. 
If  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
wants  me  to  read  them  I  shall  be  glad 
to  read  them  into  the  Record.  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  approximately  40  or  50  such  tele¬ 
grams. 

Mr.  President,  who  is  to  blame  for  the 
situation  about  which  complaints  are  be¬ 
ing  made? 

Mr. -BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo¬ 
ment.  I  wish  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  to  the 
fact  that  a  year  and  a  half  ago  I  sub¬ 
mitted  Senate  Resolution  105.  A.  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  on  it  before  the  Interstate^, 
Commerce  Committee,  and  witnesses 
from  various  States  were  present.  At 
that  time  we  warned  those  who  were 
handling  lend-lease  that  the  situation 
would  become  more  serious.  We  told 
them  that  we  needed  boxcars  and  loco¬ 
motives  in  the  United  States,  and  that 
we  needed  farm  machinery.  Apparently 
it  did  no  good  for  us  to  talk,  as  will  be 
shown  by  a  record  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand  and  which  I  received  only  last 
Saturday.  The  excuse  was  given  that 
in  Buffalo,  for  example,  in  the  northeast¬ 


ern  part  of  the  United  States  there  had 
been  an  unprecedented  fall  of  snow.  I 
have  letters  from  men  who  were  han¬ 
dling  the  situation  there.  They  said 
that  just  as  soon  as  the  snow  melted 
they  would  see  that  thousands  of  cars 
were  sent  to  the  Northwest.  That  was 
in  January. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Who  made  that  state¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  Black,  of  the 
O.  D.  T.  He  wrote  me  the  letter  and 
made  the  statement.  The  statement  was 
corroborated  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
New  York  LMr.  Mead],  who  lives  in  Buf¬ 
falo.  He  told  me  that  there  had  been 
an  unprecedented  snowstorm  in  the  lo¬ 
cality  surrounding  Buffalo,  and  that  that 
condition  might  have  accounted  for  the 
delay  in  sending  cars  to  the  Northwest. 

Mr.  President,  what  does  the  record 
show?  In  January,  when  we  were  told 
that  cars  were  snowed  in  in  New  York 
State  and  the  surrounding  locality,  a 
thousand  and  seventy  cars  were  sent  over 
the  Soo  line  to  North  Dakota.  In  Feb¬ 
ruary  only  624  were-  sent.  In  March, 
after  the  snow  had  been  melted  for  a 
long  time,  only  871  cars  were  sent,  or 
approximately  200  fewer  cars  than  had 
been  sent  in  January. 

The  situation  is  serious  to  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  my  State.  It  is  just  as  serious 
to  them  as  would  be  the  situation  to 
the  people  of  Connecticut  if  industry 
there  should  stop  entirely  because  of 
strikes.  When  boxcars  do  not  come  into 
North  Dakota  the  situation  is  serious. 
The  farmers  there  cannot  have  brought 
into  the  State  necessary  seed  grain,  and 
they  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to 
clean  their  grain. 

I  want  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  to  know  that  I  have  before  me 
approximately  40  or  50  telegrams,  and  it 
becomes  important  to  do  something 
about  the  complaints  which  are  set  forth 
in  those  telegrams.  Most  of  the  com¬ 
plaints  are  signed  by  farmer  union  ele¬ 
vators. 

When  I  submitted  Senate  Resolution 
105  it  was  said  that  one  man  was  stir¬ 
ring  up  all  this  trouble.  Therefore  I  got 
in  touch  with  the  senior  Senator  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Lucas],  I  told  him  that  I 
wanted  to  be  certain  that  it  would  be  all 
right  to  make  an  inquiry.  He  is  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  to  Audit  and 
Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
reason  I  suggested  that  these  messages 
were  in  reply  to  inquiries  or  telegrams 
which  had  been  sent  by  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  was  that  in  many  of  the 
telegrams  which  were  read  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  the  language  began  with  the  words 
in  effect,  “In  reply  to  your  message-’  or 
“in  reply  to  your  telegram.” 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  assumed  that  those 
telegrams  had  been  received  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  in  reply  to  telegrams  which  he  had 
sent  to  various  persons. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  undertaking  to 
condone  the  shortage  of  cars.  We  all 
know  that  the  railroads  of  this  country 
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have  been  burdened  beyond  all  precedent 
in  the  transpoi'tation  of  war  materials. 
We  all  know  that  the  transportation  of 
war  materials  and  all  forms  of  munitions 
was  given  a  certain  priority.  It  was  nec¬ 
essary  to  do  so.  There  was  no  way  to 
avoid  it.  I  do  not  suppose  there  is  any 
greater  proportionate  shortage  of  box¬ 
cars  in  the  State  of  the  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  than  there  is  in  my  own 
State  or  in  other  States.  All  of  us  would 
like  to  have  as  many  boxcars  as  we  could 
get.  But  we  all  know  the  situation.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair  to  the  rail¬ 
road  companies  of  the  country,  and  to 
the  O.  D.  T.,  which  is  really  operated 
from  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  which  has  a  reputation  of  being  a 
body  of  fair-minded  men,  to  criticize 
them  for  the  absence  of  boxcars  in  cer¬ 
tain  localities  of  the  country.  The  head 
of  the  O.  D.  T.  is  one  of  the  members  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
The  O.  D.  T.  not  only  has  control  over  the 
allocation  and  distribution  of  boxcars 
and  engines,  but  over  trucks,  busses,  and 
other  forms  of  transportation.  It  is  in¬ 
conceivable  to  me  that  the  O.  D.  T„  com¬ 
posed  in  part  of  the  personnel  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  should 
single  out  the  State  of  North  Dakota  and 
discriminate  against  it.  We  all  know 
there  is  a  shortage  of  railroad  transpor¬ 
tation.  The  shortage  is  due  to  war  con¬ 
ditions.  In  view  of  that  fact  I  think  the 
railroads  are  entitled  to  have  it  said  that 
on  the  whole  they  have  done  one  of  the 
most  magnificent  jobs  ever  done  in  the 
history  of  the  United  States  in  serving 
the  people  of  this  country  in  the  midst 
of  the  war.  Twenty-five  years  ago  it 
was  necessary  for  the  Government  to 
take  charge  of  the  railroads  and  operate 
them,  because,  in  a  sense,  they  had  bro¬ 
ken  down.  So  far  during  the  present  war 
the  Government  has  not  been  required 
to  take  over  the  railroads.  The  railroads 
have  increased  their  rolling  stock  as 
much  as  they  could  under  the  circum¬ 
stances.  The  fact  that  an  unusually 
large  percentage  of  their  rolling  stock 
has  been  used  in  the  transportation  of 
war  materials  is  something  that  could 
not  be  avoided.  The  condition  to  which 
the  Senator  has  referred  as  existing  in 
his  own  State  might  be  multiplied  more 
or  less  by  many  similar  situations  in  va¬ 
rious  parts  of  the  country.  They  are  due 
to  war  conditions. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  my¬ 
self  said  to  the  Senator  on  the  26th  day 
of  November  1943,  when  we  tried  to  get 
the  railroad  men  an  8-cent  an  hour  in¬ 
crease  in  their  pay,  that  they  were  de¬ 
serving  of  the  increase.  Nothing  that  he 
can  now  say  in  praise  of  the  railroads,  or 
railroad  labor,  could  be  in  addition  to 
what  I  said  on  the  occasion  to  which  I 
have  referred.  However,  he  apparently 
was  absent  from  the  Chamber  for  a 
while,  because  he  has  not  grasped  the 
point  of  my  remarks.  I  am  not  criticizing 
the  railroads;  I  am  not  criticizing  the 
O.  D.  T.  I  am  saying  that  I  voted  against 
the  extension  of  lend-lease  a  year  ago, 
and  I  shall  vote  against  it  again  unless 
farm  implements,  boxcars,  and  locomo¬ 
tives  are  excluded.  I  have  no  objection 
to  munitions,  tanks,  and  guns  being  sent 
to  our  allies,  but  in  my  hand  I  hold  the 
report  of  Mr.  Crowley - - 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Commenting  upon 
the  remarks  of  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley],  I 
should  like  to  say  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Record  and  also  for  the  benefit  of  Sena¬ 
tors  who  are  present  that  I  have  been 
closely  associated  with  other  Midwest¬ 
ern  Senators,  including  the  Senator  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Reed],  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mr.  Wheeler],  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Lancer],  and 
practically  all  the  Senators  from  the 
corn  belt,  in  an  effort  to  relieve  the  sit¬ 
uation  which  has  arisen,  starting  as 
early  as  last  December,  relative  to  the 
shortage  of  boxcars. 

What  the  distinguished  and  most  re¬ 
spected  majority  leader  says  is  abso¬ 
lutely  true.  The  shortage  of  boxcars 
presents  one  of  the  most  acute  situa¬ 
tions  ever  known,  I  presume,  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  country.  Yet  the  condition 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
is  not  the  only  one  which  has  brought 
about  the  faulty  distribution  of  boxcars 
from  one  railroad  to  another,  and  from 
one  section  of  the  country  to  another. 
If  the  majority  leader  will  take  the  time 
to  examine  the  exhibits  which  have  been 
placed  in  the  Record  for  months  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kansas,  I 
am  satisfied  he  will  find  that  the  New 
England  railroads — I  include  them  all, 
but  I  think  the  New  York,  the  New 
Haven  &  Hartford  has  been  the  worst 
violator — have  had,  at  times,  360  per¬ 
cent  more  boxcars  than  they  owned.  It 
is  true  that  they  do  not  own  as  many 
boxcars  in  proportion  to  what  they  use, 
as  do  other  railroads  throughout  the 
country,  but  the  large  number  of  box¬ 
cars  in  New  England  is  unusual. 

Every  Senator  is  familiar  with  the 
reason  given,  which  was  the  terrific 
snowstorms  which  prevailed  throughout 
New  England.  As  the  Senator  will  re¬ 
member,  when  he  came  back  here  re¬ 
cently  he  made  a  statement  about  that 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  went  with 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  and  the  Senator  from  Kansas 
to  see  the  officials  of  the  Office  of  De¬ 
fense  Transportation,  particularly  those 
in  charge  of  the  boxcar  situation,  and 
they  definitely  told  us  at  that  time  that 
they  expected  the  situation  to  change 
for  the  better;  in  fact,  they  told  the 
Senator  from  Kansas  that  they  would 
have  1,600  boxcars  moving  to  the  West 
daily  within  a  certain  time,  and  if  they 
did  that  the  western  Senators  would  be 
satisfied.  The  largest  number  they 
moved  throughout  the  Middle  West  on 
the  different  railroads  was  about  1,200 
boxcars.  Certainly  the  storm  situation 
has  passed  in  New  England;  the  acute 
situation  has  long  since  been  relieved, 
for  it  has  been  nearly  2  months  since  the 
heavy  snowfalls,  and  yet  the  most  un¬ 
favorable  report  which  has  been  given 
to  us  about  the  eastern  roads  and  the 
boxcar  shortage  was  presented  last 
month,  thus  showing  a  continued  bad 
situation. 


I  want  to  proceed  constructively,  I  will 
say  to  the  distinguished  majority  leader, 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  because  we 
are  receiving  daily  from  all  over  the  Mid¬ 
west — from  farmers  there,  our  constitu¬ 
ents — letters  and  telegrams  which  are 
worded  practically  the  same  as  th&  tele¬ 
grams  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota  has  read  here  this  after¬ 
noon. 

I  think  the  situation  is  probably  a  little 
more  acute  in  Nebraska  even  than  it  is 
in  North  Dakota  because  of  the  fact  that 
we  have  on  the  ground  100,000,000  bush¬ 
els  of  corn,  which  is  damp,  which  has  a 
high-mosture  content,  and  which  is 
likely  to  spoil,  and  boxcars  are  desper¬ 
ately  needed.  It  is  one  thing  to  get  box¬ 
cars  to  transport  good  grain,  but  it  is 
another  thing  to  get  them  so  as  to  ship 
the  good  grain  and  send  the  spoiled  grain 
to  the  drier,  so  that  the  corn  can  be 
saved  for  the  production  of  meat. 

I  do  not  want  to  burden  the  Senate 
with  too  lengthy  a  statement;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  permission  to  read  a 
letter  from  my  own  home  town,  which  I 
think  summarizes  the  hundreds  of  tele¬ 
grams  and  letters  I  could  put  into  the 
Record,  most  of  which  I  have  turned 
over  to  the  Senator  from  Kansas,  by  the 
way,  because  I  understood  that  he  would 
probably  get  something  done  about  this 
matter  without  undertaking  an  investi¬ 
gation. 

Here  is  a  letter  which  is  typical  of  the 
letters  that  come  from  my  State.  It  is 
dated  April  4,  1945,  and  is  addressed  to 
me  personally: 

Dear  Kenneth:  Thousands  of  bushels  of 
corn  will  be  lost  in  southeastern  Nebraska 
in  a  very  short  time  If  railroad  boxcars  are 
not  made  available  to  move  last  year’s  crop 
to  market. 

Much  corn  is  still  in  the  open  on  farms, 
and  today  every  elevator  in  Pawnee  County  is 
completely  filled,  with  no  cars  obtainable  for 
loading.  This  condition  has  been  unchanged 
for  3  months  and  the  railroads  tell  us  that 
it  will  not  change. 

That  statement  that  there  is  no  chance 
that  the  condition  may  change  deeply 
impresses  me. 

Terminal  grain  interests  inform  me  that 
they  have  appealed  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  but  they  have  refused  to 
intervene  and  alter  the  present  set-up. 

Of  course  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  has  a  very  forceful  argument 
because  as  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  has  said  there  has  been  a  need  for 
priority  of  boxanrs  to  transport  muni¬ 
tions  of  war  and  equipment  of  war  to 
our  fighting  forces.  So  we  do  not  want 
to  be  arbitrary  about  that  particular 
phase  of  the  argument. 

Tlie  carriers  contend  that  their  cars  are 
in  the  east  and  that  eastern  users  are  refus¬ 
ing  to  release  the  cars  for  movement  back  to 
the  Midwest. 

I  think  that  is  something  that  should 
be  very  forcefully  brought  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  Senators.  The  eastern  lines  are 
using  these  cars  and  not  releasing  them, 
as  they  should,  when  they  have  fulfilled 
the  mission  for  which  priority  was 
granted.  The  cars  ought  to  go  back  to 
the  railroads  which  own  them  so  they 
can  fulfill  the  needs  of  the  local  com¬ 
munities  which  those  railroads  serve.  I 
wanted  to  bring  that  point  to  the  at- 
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tention  of  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota.  I  think  these  cars  should 
be  sent  to  the  railroads  that  own  them 
if  and  when  the  eastern  railroads  have 
unloaded  their  cargoes  and  the  priority 
for  the  particular  equipment  and  muni¬ 
tions  because  of  which  they  got  the  cars 
has  been  fulfilled.  It  looks  to  me  as  if 
they  are  simply  borrowing  and  keeping 
the  cars,  to  the  loss  of  the  farmers  of 
Nebraska  and  other  States  who  need 
them  in  order  to  ship  their  corn. 

One  more  thing  in  the  letter  which  I 
hope  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
will  discuss — he  has  already  mentioned 
it,  but  I  hope  he  will  dwell  on  it  some 
what — is  this: 

Anything  that  you  can  do  or  any  influence 
which  you  might  have  that  will  result  in 
some  grain  boxes  coming  this  way  will  cer¬ 
tainly  be  a  job  well  done  for  Nebraska  farm¬ 
ers  and  a  big  lot  of  good  corn  can  be  saved 
from  imminent  spoilage.  This  situation  is 
really  serious  and  the  remedy  must  be  ur¬ 
gent. 

We  are  lending  money  through  20  ag¬ 
ricultural  agencies  to  increase  food  pro¬ 
duction.  We  have  loaned  millions  of 
dollars  to  the  farmers  through  the  Farm 
Security  Administration;  we  have  loaned 
through  other  agencies  so  that  the  farm¬ 
ers  could  put  in  crops  on  an  incentive 
basis  in  order  that  we  might  provide 
food  for  our  armed  forces,  our  civilian 
population,  and  our  allies. 

I  do  not  want  to  wear  out  my  welcome 
with  my  friends  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  but  I  want  to  say  once  again  that 
in  Nebraska  we  have  corn  that  is  spoil¬ 
ing.  All  we  can  do  with  it  is  either  to 
send  it  to  be  dried  so  as  to  prevent 
spoilage  else  put  it  in  the  feed  lot  and 
feed  our  cattle  so  as  to  produce  meat. 
I  have  made  it  clear  to  the  Senate  that 
cattle  feeders  are  not  putting  feeders 
in  their  feed  lots,  our  only  hope  for  this 
corn  crop,  which  has  been  financed  pri¬ 
vately  and  also  by  Government  agencies, 
is  to  save  it  before  it  spoils. 

In  a  few  days,  in  my  section  of  the 
country,  where  the  corn  is  simply  racked 
up  in  open  cribs,  it  will  spoil,  and  a  great 
loss  will  be  suffered,  not  only  by  indi¬ 
viduals,  but  by  the  Government. 

I  earnestly  endorse  the  resolution  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kansas,  and  I  really  believe  it  is  high 
time  that  something  be  done  to  see  that 
the  boxcars  which  are  now  being  kept 
in  the  East  by  some  of  the  railroads,  after 
they  have  fulfilled  their  mission  of  trans¬ 
porting  munitions  and  eqffipment,  are  re¬ 
turned  to  the  Midwest,  so  that  we  can 
ship  the  grain,  which  will  spoil  if  we 
cannot  get  it  to  the  elevators  and  dry 
it,  and  it  can  be  sent  on  its  way.  I 
hope  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
North  Dakota,  before  he  takes  his  seat, 
will  give  his  experience  regarding  the 
spoilage  of  grain.  To  me,  Mr.  President, 
the  situation  seems  very  unusual.  It  is 
not  merely  a  question  of  getting  boxcars 
so  that  a  farmer  can  sell  his  grain,  it 
is  a  question  of  getting  boxcars  so  that 
they  can  ship  grain  which  will  otherwise 
spoil.  It  is  an  unusual  situation,  differ¬ 
ent  from  the  one  to  be  found  in  seasonal 
times  of  the  year,  when  there  is  much 
grain  ready  to  be  sent  to  the  market. 

Before  I  take  my  seat  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 


Senator  from  North  Dakota,  as  well  as 
the  majority  leader,  and  especially  of  the 
senior  Senator  from  Ohio,  as  I  have  al¬ 
ready  done  privately,  to  the  fact  that  I 
think  the  language  on  page  3  of  the  bill 
will  have  to  be  gone  over  more  thor¬ 
oughly  and  suggested  amendments  made, 
if  we  are  to  have  a  bill  which  will  do 
what  I  think  the  authors  of  the  bill  in¬ 
tended  to  accomplish.  I  think  the  lan¬ 
guage  on  page  3,  starting  with  section  2, 
is  contradictory,  and  I  suggest  that  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  might  discuss  it,  be¬ 
cause  I  feel  it  would  not  accomplish  the 
purpose  which  is  intended. 

Mr.  TAFT.  If  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  will  yield,  I  may  say  I  intend  to 
speak  later  on  the  question  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  and  I  think  per¬ 
haps  I  had  better  discuss  the  whole 
matter  at  one  time. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  desire  to  take  just  a 
moment  to  make  an  observation  about 
the  latest  available  reports — and  I  think 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  the 
volume  in  his  hand — showing  that  $120,- 
000,000  of  the  appropriation  for  the 
French  loan  will  be  expended  for  box 
cars.  There  are  only  so  many  box  cars 
which  can  be  made  in  the  United  States 
and  every  plant  is  working  to  full  capac¬ 
ity,  and  has  been  throughout  the  war, 
not  making  box  cars  only,  but  other 
things  essential  to  the  war  effort. 

Regardless  of  what  the  provision  is  for 
furnishing  railway  equipment  to  the 
French  under  the  lend-lease  deal,  which 
has  not  yet  been  completed,  indeed,  it 
has  scarcely  started,  it  appears,  from 
looking  over  the  reports  made  in  the  last 
few  days — and  I  shall  quote  the  figures 
from  one  or  two  reports — that  in  one  of 
our  eastern  ports  there  were  121  carloads 
of  railway  rolling  equipment  on  hand, 
there  were  239  carloads  of  steel,  there 
were  614  carloads  of  automobiles,  trucks, 
and  parts,  headed  for  the  lend-lease  ter¬ 
ritory. 

At  another  port  there  were  206  car¬ 
loads  of  railway  equipment  on  hand  not 
unloaded.  The  week  of  March  30  at  one 
port  there  were  147  carloads  of  railway 
rolling  equipment  on  hand  billed  to  the 
British,  but  not  unloaded.  At  another 
port  there  were  183  carloads  of  railway 
equipment  billed  to  the  British  on  lend- 
lease,  but  not  unloaded. 

The  point  I  wish  to  stress  is  that  we 
can  make  only  so  much.  We  have  our 
own  problems  to  solve,  along  with  the 
problems  of  our  allies  abroad,  and  it 
seems  to  me  but  reasonable  that  a  larger 
percentage  of  the  output  of  the  car  man¬ 
ufacturers  in  America  should  be  turned 
over  to  our  own  railroads  until  they  can 
catch  up  and  can  have  sufficient  rolling 
stock  and  cars  to  take  care  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  in  this  country. 

Mr.  BUTLER  subsequently  said:  Mr. 
President,  a  moment  ago,  when  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  LangerI 
was  speaking,  I  was  obtaining  figures  on 
the  number  of  carloads  of  agricultural 
machinery  booked  for  export  and  avail¬ 
able  on  hand  at  the  various  ports  of  the 
United  States  for  the  week  ending  March 
30.  The  figures  are  as  follows; 


Billed  to  the  British  Government: 
Road-building  material  and  agricultural 
equipment,  90  carloads. 

To  the  army,  278  carloads. 

To  the  Russians  on  lend-lease,  44  car¬ 
loads. 

To  other  governments  on  lend-lease, 
36  carloads. 

For  commercial  use,  83  carloads. 

That  makes  a  total  of  531  carloads  of 
road-building  and  agricultural  equip¬ 
ment  which  was  on  hand  in  ports  for  ex¬ 
port  during  the  week  ending  March  30, 
1945.  It  proves  that  considerable  farm 
machinery  is  being  shipped  abroad. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
in  my  hand  the  document  mentioned  by 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska.  It  is  the  Department  of  State 
bulletin  for  March  4  last.  As  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  has  said,  the  plants 
here  are  working  to  capacity  on  locomo¬ 
tives  and  railroad  cars,  at  a  time  when 
four  trains  in  North  Dakota  and  Minne¬ 
sota  have  already  been  taken  off  because 
the  railroad  has  not  the  capacity  to  run 
them. 

I  wish  to  read  a  paragraph  from  the 
bulletin  of  the  Department  of  State. 
This  is  what  is  going  to  be  given  to 
France : 

In  addition  to  these  supplies  of  materials 
provided  under  schedule  1  certain  categories 
of  long-lived  capital  goods  will  be  provided 
under  schedule  2  to  enable  France  to  produce 
and  transport  military  equipment  and  other 
war  goods  for  our  combined  forces.  This 
will  reduce  the  burden  on  our  own  output  of 
such  goods  and  will  save  vital  shipping. 

These  long-lived  capital  goods  which  have 
a  war-connected  use  are  to  be  supplied  to 
the  French,  who  agree  to  pay  for  them  in 
full  against  20  percent  down  payment,  and 
the  balance  in  equal  annual  installments, 
within  not  to  exceed  30  years,  with  interest, 
at  2%  percent  per  annum. 

The  articles  and  services  in  schedule  2 
and  their  estimated  maximum  cost  are  as 
follows : 

Locomotives _  $2,  000,  000 

Railroad  cars _  140,  000,  000 

-  Mr.  President,  if  a  farmer  in  this  coun¬ 
try  wants  to  make  a  loan  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  on  a  first  farm  mort¬ 
gage  the  Government  asks  4'/2  or  5  or  5% 
percent,  but  it  is  going  to  lend  money  to 
the  farmers  of  France  at  2%  percent,  and 
it  is  going  to  give  them  30  years  in  which 
to  pay. 

During  the  last  war  I  was  attorney  gen¬ 
eral  of  my  State,  and  at  that  time  Pres¬ 
ident  Wilson  said,  “Raise  wheat.  For 
God’s  sake  raise  wheat,  because  we  have 
to  have  wheat  for  the  Army  which  has  to 
march  on  its  belly.  We  must  have  food.” 
The  farmers  of  North  Dakota  broke  up 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  land 
in  the  western  part  of  the  State,  where 
they  knew  they  were  taking  desperate 
chances  on  a  crop.  They  borrowed 
money  to  pay  for  the  seed,  and  for  feed, 
and  they  thought,  of  course,  that  if  they 
did  not  obtain  a  crop,  the  Government 
would  be  lenient.  But  it  was  not  that 
way  at  all.  When  the  war  was  over  the 
Government  forgave  the  debts  of  Eng¬ 
land,  it  forgave  the  debts  of  one  foreign 
country  after  another,  but  in  North  Da¬ 
kota  there  is  an  imaginary  line.  On 
the  one  side  are  Manitoba  and  Saskatch¬ 
ewan,  and  on  the  other  side  is  North  Da- 
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kota.  The  land  is  alike.  The  Canadians 
were  our  allies.  We  fought  the  First 
World  War  together.  But  when  the  war 
was  over  the  farmers  of  Manitoba  and 
Saskatchewan  had  their  debts  canceled. 
In  the  United  States  the  Government 
sued  every  farmer  who  did  not  pay. 

We  had  hearing  after  hearing,  since  I 
came  to  Congress,  before  Governor  Black. 
We  said,  ‘‘In  heaven’s  name  let  there  be 
some  agency  which  can  adjust  the  debt 
of  a  farmer  who  is  destitute  and  broke.” 
Could  we  get  that  kind  of  a  bill  through 
any  committee?  We  had  farmers  here, 
we  had  here  the  head  of  our  railroad 
commission,  who  had  been  a  farmer  be¬ 
fore  he  became  railroad  commissioner. 
At  one  time  we  got  a  measure  into  the  full 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry, 
but  they  did  not  report  it  to  the  Senate. 

What  do  we  find  today?  If  a  man 
dies  and  leaves  a  wife  and  four  or  five 
little  children,  and  he  owed  a  seed  and 
feed  loan  which  amounted  to  over  a 
thousand  dollars,  the  Government  would 
take  the  last  dollar,  put  the  widow  in  the 
poorhouse,  and  take  every  cent  there 
was.  It  might  break  up  the  family,  but 
the  Government  must  take  the  last  penny 
it  can  get.  Across  the  line  the  farmers 
in  Manitoba  and  Saskatchewan  laugh  at 
the  farmers  of  North  Dakota.  They 
laugh  at  citizens  of  this  country. 

Mr.  President,  the  sponsors  of  the 
pending  bill  have  the  audacity  of  doing 
the  same  thing  all  over  again.  They  are 
going  to  give  the  French  $200,000,000 
worth  of  locomotives  and  $100,000,000 
worth  of  boxcars  while  we  do  not  have 
enough  cars  in  America  to  move  our  own 
crops. 

That  is  not  all.  What  has  been  done 
about  farm  machinery?  At  a  time  when 
our  farmers  in  the  Northwest  were 
begging  for  tractors  and  for  combines, 
because  they  knew  that  in  a  few  days  the 
wind  would  come  and  the  grain  would 
shell  out,  at  that  time,  in  July  and  Au¬ 
gust,  right  by  the  doors  of  the  farmers 
the  railroads  hauled  cars  of  rubber -tired 
combines  and  tractors  through  the  town 
of  Portal  under  lend-lease  into  Canada. 

Mr.  President,  I  voted  against  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  lend-lease,  and  I  am  going  to 
vote  against  it  and  am  going  to  speak 
against  it  so  long  as  I  have  any  breath 
left  in  my  body  in  order  that  the  farmers 
of  America  may  receive  justice.  It  is 
absurd  that  under  lend-lease  such  things 
should  be  going  on. 

The  arguments  originally  advanced  for 
lend-lease  were  that  we  were  going  to 
give  munitions  and  guns  and  tanks  to 
our  allies.  Nothing  was  said  about  farm 
machinery.  It  is  absurd  that  our  farm 
machinery  should  be  sent  under  lend- 
lease.  When  I  brought  it  to  the  attention 
of  the  proper  officials,  they  said  that  only 
a  little  farm  machinery  was  going  to  be 
sent,  less  than  2  percent.  Then  the  fig¬ 
ure  was  raised  to  3  percent,  and  I  saw  a 
statement  in  a  newspaper  a  few  days  ago 
that  the  figure  was  more  than  4  percent. 
The  report,  however,  says  a  trifle  more 
than  3  percent. 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  testimony  by  Mr.  Crowley  in  the 
hearings  before  the  House  committee,  in 
which  he  defends  the  sending  of  farm 
machinery  under  lend-lease.  A  little 


chart  was  placed  in  front  of  the  House 
committee.  Chairman  Bloom  asked: 

Are  there  any  questions?  Is  farm  machin¬ 
ery  included  in  that  blue  area? 

Mr.  Willett.  No,  sir.  Farm  machinery — 

Senators,  listen  to  this — 

Farm  machinery  is  included  in  the  indus¬ 
trial  products  group. 

Imagine  looking  for  farm  machinery 
in  the  industrial  products  group.  That 
is  the  last  place  one  would  look  for  it. 

Mr.  Crowley.  Well,  now,  be  careful  about 
that  farm  machinery. 

Mr.  Crowley  saw  that  Mr.  Willett  ap¬ 
parently  was  not  being  frank  with  the 
committee,  so  he  interjected: 

Well,  now,  be  careful  about  that  farm  ma¬ 
chinery.  What  do  you  mean  by  farm  ma¬ 
chinery? 

That  was  asked  by  Mr.  Crowley. 

Mr.  Willett.  There  is  a  certain  amount  of 
farm  machinery  sent  to  the  United  Kingdom 
and  north  Africa,  and  a  small  amount  is 
sent  to  Russia.  The  total  is  less  than  3  per¬ 
cent  of  our  total  production  since  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  lend-lease. 

The  day  before  Mr.  Crowley,  himself  in 
a  newspaper  interview,  had  said  it  was 
4!4  percent  roughly. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Three  percent  of  what?  I 
did  not  hear. 

Mr.  Willett.  The  total  value  of  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  sent  under  lend-lease  amounts  to  3 
percent  of  our  total  farm  machinery  produc¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States. 

Chairman  Bloom.  Three  percent  of  what? 

No  wonder  he  was  puzzled. 

Mr.  Willett.  Of  our  total  production  of 
farm  machines  in  the  United  States. 

Chairman  Bloom.  Oh,  of  the  total  produc¬ 
tion  manufactured  in  this  country? 

Mr.  Willett.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  President,  Representative  A.  L. 
Miller  of  Nebraska  went  overseas  to 
make  an  investigation.  Every  once  in  a 
while  trips  are  taken  by  .  Representatives 
and  Senators.  Some  people  believe  the 
trips  do  no  amount  to  much.  That,  how¬ 
ever,  is  not  always  true,  because  we  find 
here  an  important  statement  by  Repre¬ 
sentative  Miller  of  what  he  saw  on  his 
trip  overseas.  I  might  add  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  denies  the  truth  of 
Mr.  Miller’s  statement,  and  furnish  nu¬ 
merous  explanations  for  what  he  says. 
I  am  sorry  I  did  not  have  more  time  to 
prepare  for  this  argument  because  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  came  up  unex¬ 
pectedly  and  there  was  not  a  chance  to 
prepare  for  it.  My  remarks  are  entirely 
extemporaneous.  I  had  no  time  to  pre¬ 
pare  myself  as  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  did. 

I  read  from  page  167  of  the  hearings 
before  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
of  the  House,  as  follows: 

REMARKS  OP  CONGRESSMAN  A.  L.  MILLER,  OP 

NEBRASKA,  BEFORE  THE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  COM¬ 
MITTEE 

Mr.  Miller.  Mr.  Chairman ,  I  desire  to 
thank  you  for  the  invitation  to  appear  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and 
offer  a  few  observations  on  lend-lease.  I 
should  like  to  also  suggest  an  amendment  to 
the  act  as  it  now  exists. 

I  shall  propose  the  same  amendment 
to  the  bill  before  I  get  through.  I  con¬ 
tinue  to  read: 

I  believe  that  lend-lease  to  our  allies  has 
been  necessary.  It  does  occur  to  me,  how- 
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ever,  that  there  have  been  many  abuses  and 
mistakes  which  should  not  be  repeated. 

Last  September,  when  visiting  in  England, 
I  had  the  experience  of  seeing  thousands  of 
tractors,  plows,  and  discs,  lend-lease  equip¬ 
ment  which  we  had  sent  to  England,  which 
was  not  being  used. 

Mr.  President,  that  was  at  the  very 
time  when  our  farmers  were  praying  for 
plows.  If  I  can  show  Senators  one  tele¬ 
gram,  I  can  show  them  500  telegrams 
from  farmers  sent  to  me  saying,  ‘‘For 
heaven’s  sake,  give  us  a  plow,  give  us  a 
binder,  give  us  a  harrow,  or  give  us  a 
disc.” 

I  continue  to  read: 

Last  September,  when  visiting  in  England, 
I  had  the  experience  of  seeing  thousands  of 
tractors,  plows,  and  discs,  lend-lease  equip¬ 
ment  which  we  had  sent  to  England,  which 
was  not  being  used.  I  believe  there  were  at 
least  640  acres  packed  tight  with  farm 
machinery. 

Mr.  President,  640  acres  represents  a 
field  a  mile  long  and  a  mile  wide. 

I  believe  there  were  at  least  640  acres 
packed  tight  with  farm  machinery. 

When  I  went  home  a  year  ago  or  so 
I  held  a  hearing  in  the  county  of  Het¬ 
tinger,  N.  Dak.,  which  is  not  one  of  our 
larger  counties,  and  400  farmers  came  to 
the  hearing.  They  said  they  could  not 
get  farm  machinery,  they  could  not  get 
repairs.  The  county  agent  testified  that 
the  year  before  in  that  one  county  the 
farmers  had  lost  over  $1,000,000  worth 
of  flax  and  wheat  because  they  did  not 
have  the  machinery  necessary  to  handle 
the  crops.  Yet  while  the  farmers  there 
could  not  get  a  binder,  a  combine,  or  a 
tractor,  Representative  Miller  says  farm 
machinery  was  being  sent  across  the  seas, 
I  suppose  at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country,  and  at  least  640  acres 
were  packed  tight  with  farm  machinery. 

While  inspecting  this  machinery  which  was 
new,  10  or  12  Army  trucks  came  up  to  un¬ 
load  additional  machinery.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  farm  machinery  and  seed 
we  sent  to  England  made  it  possible  for  them 
to  raise  their  own  production  from  around 
35  percent  of  their  food  needs  to  about  70 
percent.  It  is  my  considered  opinion,  how¬ 
ever,  that  we  have  shipped  entirely  too  much 
farm  machinery  to  England.  We  should  not 
anticipate  and  meet  the  needs  of  the  coun¬ 
tries  after  this  war  is  over,  especially  when 
our  own  farmers  are  suffering  from  lack  of 
farm  machinery. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  Congress  should 
sharply  cut  the  amounts  of  nonmilitary 
equipment  being  furnished  under  lend-lease. 
We  are  interested  in  winning  this  war.  Our 
lend-lease  equipment  should  be  directly  con¬ 
nected  with  the  munitions  and  equipment 
of  war. 

That,  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with.  As 
I  stated  a  little  while  ago,  I  propose  to 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  pending 
measure  before  it  is  voted  upon. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Did  not  the  Senator 
recently,  in  company  with  other  Sena¬ 
tors,  visit  the  Chairman  of  the  War 
Production  Board  relative  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  farm-machinery  requirement 
of  this  year,  and  the  steel  quotas? 

Mr.  LANGER.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  was  my  under¬ 
standing,  at  the  first  meeting,  that  we 
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would  have  the  same  quotas  this  year 
that  we  had  last  year.  Is  the  Senator 
informed  that  within  the  past  week  an 
order  has  gone  out  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  War  Production  Board  that  the 
allotment  of  steel  for  these  quotas  is  to 
be  reduced  30  percent? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  had  not  heard  about 
it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  directive  has  al¬ 
ready  gone  out  that  the  allotment  of 
steel  for  farm  machinery  for  this  quarter 
will  be  reduced  30  percent  from  last  year’s 
quota.  I  wish  to  inform  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  that  I  asked  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  War  Production  Board  if  it 
was  the  intention  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  farm  machinery  for  lend-lease,  and  he 
stated  that  the  lend-lease  quotas  would 
be  reduced  in  the  same  proportion  as 
those  of  our  own  farmers. 

With  the  directive  reducing  the  amount 
of  machinery  30  percent,  with  the  short¬ 
age  of  labor  on  the  farms,  and  the  fact 
that  we  are  furnishing  76  percent  of  the 
men  on  the  western  front,  what  does  the 
Senator  think  will  be  the  situation  in  re¬ 
spect  to  the  production  of  food  in  this 
country  on  Midwest  farms  during  the 
coming  crop  season,  considering  the 
shortage  of  machinery  in  addition  to  the 
other  shortages,  and  in  view  of  the  fur¬ 
ther  fact  that  96,000  men  a  month  are 
still  being  taken  under  the  draft? 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  result  can  be  only 
famine,  as  the  Senator  well  knows,  if  that 
situation  continues.  Even  the  figures 
which  the  Senator  has  mentioned  are  de¬ 
ceiving.  It  is  said  that  a  certain  amount 
of  steel  has  been  set  aside  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  farm  machinery.  That  does 
not  mean  that  the  farm  machinery  has 
been  produced.  The  record  shows  that 
2  weeks  ago  the  manufacturers  were  30 
percent  behind  in  the  amount  of  ma¬ 
chinery  they  had  promised  to  produce. 
Of  course,  the  excuse  they  gave  was  lack 
of  manpower. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Air.  BUTLER.  A  moment  ago  I  in¬ 
terrupted  the  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  to  speak  about  the  number  of  car¬ 
loads  of  railway  equipment  on  hand  at 
ports  awaiting  shipment  abroad.  I  have 
just  looked  over  the  last  report  which  I 
have  available,  for  the  week  ending 
March  30.  Including  all  carloads  for  ex¬ 
port — and  that  could  mean  only  lend- 
lease,  or  for  our  own  use  abroad,  most  of 
it  destined  for  lend-lease  shipment  to 
Britain  and  Russia — the  total  figures  are 
as  follows: 

There  were  at  our  various  ports  during 
the  week  ending  March  30,  24,795  car¬ 
loads  awaiting  handling.  During  the 
week  previous  there  were  5,634  cars  un¬ 
loaded.  There  were  placed  in  storage — 
I  do  not  know  whether  that  means  in 
cars,  or  in  buildings  alongside  the 
tracks — a  total  of  3,549  cars.  - — 

In  looking  over  the  railroad  reports  for 
many  weeks,  it  will  be  found  that  con¬ 
stantly  there  are  approximately  25,000 
carloads  of  merchandise  for  export, 
awaiting  handling  at  the  various  ports 
in  our  country.  With  about  5,000  being 
handled  each  week  that  means  that  those 
representing  our  Government  who  are 


responsible  for  the  movement  of  lend- 
lease  material,  as  well  as  war  materials, 
are  moving  them  into  the  ports  at  a  rate 
about  five  times  the  rate  at  which  they 
can  be  handled.  A  car  which  is 
promptly  unloaded  will  do  100  times  the 
work  of  a  car  which  is  loaded  and  left  on 
the  track  under  load  for  a  considerable 
period  of  time. 

I  mention  this  matter  to  illustrate 
that  thlfse  who  are  responsible  for  the 
receipt  and  handling  of  this  tremendous 
amount  of  material  have  allowed  this 
condition  to  exist  for  many  weeks,  and 
perhaps  it  will  continue  to  exist  during 
many  weeks  to  come.  Cars  which  should 
be  unloaded  and  returned  to  the  country 
to  take  care  of  the  situation  about  which 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  been 
speaking  are  left  under  load. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  read  a 
letter  from  one  of  the  outstanding  grain 
men  of  North  Dakota,  Mr.  R.  F.  Gunkel- 
man,  of  Grandin,  N.  Dak.,  in  the  middle 
of  the  Red  River  Valley.  This  man  is  an 
expert. 

Your  wire  asking  for  the  number  of  box 
cars  we  received  this  week  came  in  late  this 
afternoon.  We  have  loaded  2  cars  this  week 
and  2  last  week-  We  have  165,000  bushels 
of  all  grain  on  hand,  and  a  lot  of  it  out  in 
the  country  farmers  are  anxious  to  deliver. 

The  population  of  this  little  town  is 
approximately  500. 

Since  January  1,  with  the  exception  of 
eight  empties  received,  we  have  loaded  out 
only  such  cars  as  we  have  unloaded.  The 
farmers  have  a  lot  of  grain  that  they  would 
like  to  redeem  before  April  30.  But  with 
the  uncertainty  as  to  shipping  elevators  are 
unable  to  redeem. 

Because  of  the  fact  that  the  elevators 
cannot  get  boxcars,  they  cannot  even 
redeem  their  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  loans. 

This  car  shortage  is  costing  northwestern 
elevators  and  farmers  a  lot  of  money. 

As  example,  we  bought  a  lot  of  oats  in 
January.  We  have  not  been  able  to  get  cars 
to  move  the  oats. 

Let  me  explain  that.  That  means 
that  the  farmers  brought  in  the  oats. 
The  farmers  in  that  locality  raised  the 
oats  and  the  elevators  bought  them  in 
January. 

We  have  not  been  able  to  get  cars  to  move 
the  oats.  The  May  future  has  not  been  a 
hedge.  Cash  oats  are  dropping  much  faster 
than  the  May  option.  So  every  elevator 
that  has  cash  oats  on  hand  is  taking  a  real 
licking.  If  our  railroads  serving  this  area 
had  a  reasonable  percentage  of  their  own 
cars  on  line,  they  could  furnish  shippers  a 
fair  amount  of  cars. 

That  bears  out  exactly  what  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Wherry]  stated. 

With  the  large  amount  of  grain  left  in 
North  Dakota  as  of  April  1,  unless  we  begin 
to  get  a  fair  amount  of  cars,  we  will  have 
no '  place  to  put  the  new  crop  when  it  is 
harvested. 

Mr.  President,  to  show  what  the  so- 
called  experts  do  with  their  charts  when 
they  come  before  a  committee,  the  ex¬ 
perts  had  a  chart  before  the  House  com¬ 
mittee.  I  read  from  the  hearings: 

Chairman  Bloom.  What  does  your  chart 
show? 


I  know  that  both  Senators  from  Ne¬ 
braska  will  be  interested  in  this  testi¬ 
mony  on  farm  machinery  before  the 
House  committee. 

Chairman  Bloom.  What  does  your  chart 
show? 

Mr.  Cox.  The  chart  shows  the  production 
in  terms  of  billions  of  dollars  of  farm  ma¬ 
chinery,  excluding  crawler-type  tractors,  of 
just  over  $600,000,000  in  1945,  and  just  over 
$200,000,000  in  1935,  with  a  jagged  curve  be¬ 
tween  1935  and  1945.  That  is  under  the 
“special  statements”  table  in  the  third  chart. 

Mr.  Mundt.  Have  you  translated  those  fig¬ 
ures  into  terms  of  farm-machinery  units? 

Mr.  Cox.  What  kind  of  units? 

Mr.  Mundt.  Any  kind  of  units. 

Mr.  Cox.  No.  This  is  the  value  of  over-all 
production.  We  can  give  you  the  break¬ 
down  by  type. 

Mr.  Mundt.  I  mean  it  is  a  very  surprising 
and  gratifying  chart,  if  it  is  correct,  as  is 
indicated,  that  there  is  more  farm  machinery 
available  now  in  this  country  than  at  any 
time  since  1935. 

Mr.  Crowley.  That  is  not  our  field,  of 
course. 

Mr.  Mundt.  No;  but  that  is  your  chart.  _ 

Mr.  Crowley.  The  production  of  farm  ma¬ 
chinery  is  not  under  our  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  Mundt.  I  know,  it  is  surprising,  and  we 
want  to  be  sure  this  evidence  is  all  accurate. 
I  was  just  trying  to  check  to  be  sure  that 
there  was  not  some  element  involved,  such 
as  the  extra  cost,  which  is  now  charged  to 
make  farm  machinery. 

There  is  the  testimony.  Of  course, 
everyone  knows  we  do  not  now  have  any¬ 
where  near  as  much  farm  machinery  as 
we  need. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  have  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record  as  a  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks  a  statement  and  table  showing 
the  amount  of  farm  machinery  which 
has  been  sent  to  other  countries  under 
lend-lease. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  and  table  were  ordered  to  be  print¬ 
ed  in  the  Record,  as  follows : 

EXPORTS  OP  FARM  MACHINERY  AND  AMOUNT  OP 

POOD  RECEIVED  UNDER  REVERSE  LEND-LEASE 

No  farm  machinery  has  been  exported,  to 
the  present  .time,  from  the  United  States  for 
the  United  Nations’  Relief  and  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Administration. 

Total  exports  of  farm  machinery  under 
lend-lease  to  all  countries  since  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  program  up  to  November  1,  1944, 
amounted  to  $53,600,000. 

The  total  value  of  food  received  by  the 
United  States  under  reverse  lend-lease  and 
without  payment  by  us  is  shown  in  the  fol¬ 
lowing  table: 


Country 

End  date 

Value 

United  Kingdom . . 

June  30,1944 
Sept.  30, 1944 
.  ...do . . 

$48.  904,  086 
147, 930,  000 
65, 137, 000 

Australia..  _ 

New  Zealand... . 

India _ _ _ _ 

. do . 

26,  374,  000 

French  North  and  West 
Africa _ _ 

. do  ... 

4,  731,  000 
180,  000 

New  Caledonia . . . . 

. do _ 

The  figures  shown  above  for  the.  United  Kingdom  do 
not  include  (a)  the  value  of  complete  rations  and  broad 
furnished  to  United  States  forces  in  Britain;  and  (6)  the 
value  of  foodstuffs  furnished  to  United  States  forces  in 
the  British  colonies,  because  figures  for  such  issues  are 
not  presently  available  in  Washington.  The  table 
does  not  include  figures  for  Russia  and  the  Netherlands 
West  Indies  for  similar  reasons. 

Mr.  LANGER.  The  table  is  to  be  found 
on  page  40  of  the  hearings  before  the 
House  committee.  It  shows  that  the  to¬ 
tal  exports  of  farm  machinery,  under 
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lend-lease,  to  all  countries,  since  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  program  on  November 
1,  1944,  has  amounted  to  $53,600,000 
worth.  That  is  what  has  been  given 
away  in  the  form  of  farm  machinery. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
O’Daniel  in  the  chair).  The  clerk  will 
call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 


and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

Aiken 

Green 

O’Daniel 

Austin 

Guffey 

O’Mahoney 

Bailey 

Gurney 

Overton 

Ball 

Hart 

Pepper 

Bankhead 

Hatch 

Radcliffe 

Barkley 

Hawkes 

Reed 

Bilbo 

Hayden 

Revercomb 

Brewster 

Hickenlooper 

Russell 

Briggs 

Hill 

Saltonstall 

Brooks 

Hoey 

Shipstead 

Buck 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Smith 

Bush  field 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Taft 

Butler 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Taylor 

Byrd 

La  Follette 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Capehart 

Langer 

Thomas,  Utah 

Capper 

Lucas 

Tobey 

Chandler 

McCarran 

Tunnell 

Chavez 

McClellan 

Tydings  * 

Connally 

McFarland 

Vandenberg 

Cordon 

McKellar 

Wagner 

Donnell 

McMahon 

Walsh 

Downey 

Magnuson 

Wheeler 

Eastland 

Millikin 

Wherry 

Ellender 

Moore 

White 

Ferguson 

Morse 

Wiley 

Fulbright 

Murdock 

Willis 

George 

Gerry 

Murray 

Myers 

Wilson 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Eighty- 
three  Senators  have  answered  to  their 
names.  A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  McKELLAR.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  list  of  lend- 
lease  appropriations  which  have  been 
made  up  to  the  present  time,  as  well  as 


transfers  authorized  from  other  appro¬ 
priations.  I  invite  the  attention  of  Sen¬ 
ators  to  the  list.  I  think  the  information 
which  it  contains  is  very  valuable  and 
should  appear  in  the  Record. 

There  being -no  objection,  the  matter 
referred  to  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

Lend-lease  appropriations  to  the  President 
First  lend-lease  appropriation 

(Mar.  27,  1941) _ $7,000,000,000 

Second  lend-lease  appropria¬ 
tion  (Oct.  28,  1941) _  5,985,000,000 

Third  lend-lease  appropriation 

(Mar.  5,  1942) _  5,425,000,000 

Fourth  lend-lease  appropria¬ 
tion  (June  14,  1943) _ __  6,273,629,000 

Fifth  lend-lease  appropriation 

(June  30,  1944) _ _  3,  538,  869,  000 


Total  lend-lease  appropri¬ 
ations  to  the  President_28,  222,  498,  000 
As  of  Jan.  31,  1945,  the  status  of  this 
appropriation  was  as  follows: 

Allocated  to  departments _ $27,  763,  098,  563 

Available  for  allocation _  459,  399,  437 

Obligated . . . . .  23,  957,  788, 743 

Unobligated  allocations _  3,  805,  309,  820 

Disbursed _  19,  707,  569,  087 

Unliquidated  obligations _  4,  250,  219,  656 

TRANSFERS  AUTHORIZED  FROM  OTHER 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Direct  appropriations  have  been  made  to 
the  War  and  Navy  Departments  and  to  the 
Maritime  Commission  for  the  procurement  of 
items  which  are  in  the  main  common  to  the 
uses  of  our  own  armed  forces  and  those  of 
our  allies.  These  items  when  produced  can 
be  used,  in  other  words,  by  our  own  armed 
forces  or  those  of  our  allies  in  the  manner 
In  which  they  can  be  most  effective  in  de¬ 
feating  our  common  enemies.  It  is  not  until 
they  are  ready  for  distribution  that  they  are 
allocated  by  the  military  experts  in  accor¬ 
dance  with  strategic  needs.  The  appropria¬ 
tion  acts  in  question  authorize  transfers 
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to  our  allies  up  to  stated  amounts  under  the 
Lend-Lease  Act.  That  does  not  mean  that 
transfers  up  to  the  stated  amounts  have  to 
or  will  necessarily  be  made.  All  that  it  means 
is  that  there  is  sufficient  flexibility  for  the 
military  experts  to  assign  the  supplies  where 
they  will  do  the  most  good  in  winning  the 


war. 

War  Department: 

Third  supplemental,  1942..  $2,000,000,000 
Fourth  supplemental,  1942.  ■  4,  000,  OOo!  000 
Fifth  supplemental,  1942..  11,250,000,000 
Sixth  supplemental,  1942..  2,  220,  000,  000 

Military  Appropriation  Act, 

1943 - -  12,700,000,000 


Total,  War  Department..  32, 170,  000,  000 
Navy  Department:  Second 

supplemental,  1943 _  3,  000,  000,  000 

Departments  other  than 
War :  Third  supplemental, 

1942 - : -  800,  000,  000 


Grand  total _  35,  970,  000, 000 


Grand  total  available 
for  lend-lease _  64, 192,  498,  000 


Note. — In  addition  to  the  foregoing,  Con¬ 
gress  has  with  certain  limitations  authorized 
the  leasing  of  ships  of  the  Navy  and  mer¬ 
chant  ships  constructed  with  funds  appro¬ 
priated  to  the  Maritime  Commission  without 
any  numerical  limitation  as  to  the  dollar 
value  or  the  number  of  such  ships  which 
may  be  so  leased.  (See,  for  example.  Public 
Law  1,  78th  Cong.,  approved  February  19,  1943, 
and  Public  Law  11,  78th  Cong.,  approved 
March  18,  1943.) 

Total  lend-lease  aid  to  Jan. 

31,  1945  _ $37,383,451,638 


Principal  departments  fur¬ 
nishing  lend-lease  aid: 

War  Department _  17,  256,  541,  297 

Navy  Department _  6, 115, 116, 143 

Agriculture _ -  4, 978,  398,  496 

Treasury _  3, 195,  098,  502 


Foreign  Economic  Administration,  analysis  of  appropriations,  allocations,  obligations,  and  disbursements  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act,  as  of  Jan.  31,  1945 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  this  bill 
comes  up  rather  as  a  surprise  to  me, 
because  I  thought  we  were  engaged  in 
trying  to  finish  the  consideration  of  the 
Mexican  Water  Treaty,  and  I  did  not 
contemplate  that  other  major  legislation 
would  interrupt  it.  In  fact,  I  thought 
the  statement  was  made  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Texas  a  few  days  ago  that 
no  interruption  would  be  allowed  in  the 
consideration  of  the  treaty.  So  I  am 
not  entirely  ready  with  the  proposals  I 
wanted  to  make  in  the  way  of  amend¬ 
ing  the  bill.  However,  I  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  and  ask  that  it  be  read.  It  may 
perhaps  change  the  approach  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed 
on  page  2  to  strike  out  the  semicolon 
in  line  10  and  all  words  in  the  line  after 
the  semicolon,  and  to  strike  out  all  of 
lines  11  to  20,  inclusive,  and  to  insert 
a  period. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  while  I  was 
originally  opposed  to  lend-lease  in  peace¬ 
time,  I  think  lend-lease  is  the  most  effec¬ 
tive  method  of  conducting  a  war,  and  I 
have  no  desire  whatever  to  limit  in  any 
way  its  use  for  the  purpose  of  winning 
the  war  or  carrying  through  to  a  suc¬ 
cessful  conclusion  either  the  German  war 
or  the  Japanese  war. 

My  interest  in  the  bill  relates  solely 
to  the  use  of  lend-lease  to  carry  out 
what  are  in  effect  post-war  loans  to  va¬ 
rious  foreign  nations.  I  am  not  opposed 
to  some  post-war  loans  to  foreign  na¬ 
tions,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are 
now  confronted  with  a  whole  series  of 
measures  all  tending  in  the  same  direc¬ 
tion,  all  tending  to  provide  loans  to  for¬ 
eign  nations,  all  tending  to  increase  the 
exports  of  this  country,  and  advanced 
very  largely  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
people  to  work  in  this  country  and  build¬ 
ing  up  international  trade.  In  my  opin¬ 
ion,  international  trade  or  exports  in¬ 
creased  or  prosperity  built  up  on  the* 
basis  of  such  a  tremendous  lending  pro¬ 
gram  will  be  wholly  artificial,  will  pro¬ 
duce  an  unprecedented  inflation,  and 
will  finally  bring  us  back  to  a  complete 
collapse,  and  another  depression,  such  as 
that  we  ekperienced  in  1932. 

In  the  original  act  there  was  section  3 
(c),  which  provided: 

After  June  30,  1946,  or  after  the  passage 
of  a  concurrent  resolution  by  the  two  Houses 
before  June  30,  1946,  which  declares  that  the 
powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  are  no  longer  necessary  to  promote 
the  defense  of  the  United  States,  neither  the 
President  nor  the  head  of  any  department  or 
agency  shall  exercise  any  of  the  powers  con¬ 
ferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a),  ex¬ 
cept  that  until  July  1,  1949,  any  of  such 
powers  may  be  exercised  to  the  extent  nec¬ 
essary  to  carry  out  a  contract  or  agreement 
with  such  a  foreign  government  made  be¬ 
fore  July  1,  1946,  or  before  the  passage  of 
such  concurrent  resolution  whichever  is 
the  earlier. 

Under  that  section,  before  the  pending 
bill  was  introduced,  the  administration 
had  been  drawing  up  what  they  called 
3  (c)  contracts,  the  most  typical  example 
of  which  is  the  French  contract,  a  con¬ 
tract  evidently  drawn  up  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  goods  and  materials  for  the 
post-war  period. 


Of  course,  it  is  very  difficult  to  distin¬ 
guish  between  the  kinds,  because  under 
lend-lease  we  provide  foodstuffs  and  raw 
materials;  we  provide  manufactured 
goods;  we  provide  all  kinds  of  civilian 
supplies,  and,  of  course,  those  are  ex¬ 
actly  the  same  kinds  of  things  that  are 
going  to  be  required  in  the  post-war  pe¬ 
riod.  But  it  is  obvious,  from  the  nature 
of  the  French  agreement,  that  it  was 
contemplated  that  most  of  those  mate¬ 
rials  •should  be  supplied  perhaps  after  the 
end  of  the  German  war,  when  they  would 
no  longer  be  useful  for  any  war  purpose 
and  were  supplied  largely  for  the  purpose 
of  rehabilitation. 

The  French  agreement  provided,  first, 
that  we  would  furnish  supplies  to  equip 
additional  French  divisions.  Those  are 
dealt  with  first,  and  while  the  exact  fig¬ 
ure  has  not  been  given,  I  think  the  cost  is 
two  or  three  hundred  million  dollars. 
That  is  under  the  general  lend-lease 
agreement.  Then  the  administration 
makes  something  it  calls  specifically  “3 
(c)  agreements,”  with  a  desire  to  take 
advantage  of  the  loophole  in  the  original 
Lend-Lease  Act. 

I  read  from  the  joint  statement  of  the 
State  and  Treasury  Departments  and 
F.  E.  A.: 

War  production  materials  and  other  vital 
supplies  and  services  will  be  furnished  by  the 
United  States  to  the  French  under  these 
agreements  on  lend-lease  until  a  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  President  that  they  are  no  longer 
necessary  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 

He  finds,  then,  that  they  are  no  longer 
necessary. 

After  this  determination,  the  French  may 
under  the  3  (c)  agreement  continue  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  undelivered  balances  of  certain  sup¬ 
plies  in  the  program  and  to  pay  for  them  on 
specified  credit  terms — 

Something  like  payment  in  20  years, 
with  interest  at  the  rate  of  2%  percent 
per  annum.  In  other  words,  we  are 
making  a  loan  to  the  French  for  post¬ 
war  purposes,  and  that  is  the  very  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  French  agreement — 
with  the  reserved  right  to  have  the  programs 
or  contracts  canceled  upon  paying  the  United 
States  its  out-of-pocket  costs.  The  United 
States  agrees  to  deliver  the  programed  sup¬ 
plies  to  the  French,  after  this  determination 
by  the  President,  unless  the  President  deter¬ 
mines  that  it  is  not  in  our  national  interest 
to  do  so. 

The  President  does  not  need  to  go  on, 
but  so  far  as  Congress  is  concerned,  we 
authorize  him  to  make  a  loan  up  to  two 
and  a  half  billion  dollars  to  the  French 
Government  for  post-war  purposes. 

The  articles  which  are  to  be  supplied 
are  then  listed: 

War  materials  for  war  use  and 

essential  civilian  supply 

(cotton,  metals,  steel,  chem¬ 
icals,  synthetic  rubber,  drugs, 


medical  supplies,  etc.) _ $840,000,000 

Food,  milk,  pulses,  edible  oils, 

seeds _ : _  185,  000,  000 

Petroleum  supplies _  132,  000,  000 

French  prisoner-of-war  sup¬ 
plies _ ,. _  48,  000,  000 

Short  -  life  manufacturing 
equipment  for  war  produc¬ 
tion  - - -  250,  000,  000 

Manufacturing  equipment,  I  suppose, 
is  hand  tools  and  machine  tools. 

Freight  charges _ , _ $220,  000,  000 


That  makes  $1,675,000,000.  Some  of 
that  material  can  be  used  for  the  war, 
but  the  chances  are,  of  course,  that  none 
of  it,  practically,  will  reach  France  be¬ 
fore  the  war  with  Germany  is  ended, 
and  I  do  not  suppose  anyone  expects  the 
French  to  help  us  in  the  war  with  Japan. 

In  addition  to  these  supplies  and  materials 
provided  under  schedule  1,  certain  cate¬ 
gories  of  long-life  capital  goods  would  be 
provided  under  schedule  2  to  enable  France 
to  produce  and  transport  military  equip¬ 
ment  and  other  war  goods  for  our  combined 


forces. 

***** 

Locomotives _ ; _ $200,  000,  000 

Railroad  cars _  120,  000,  000 

Merchant  marines  (that  is, 

ships) -  140,000,000 

Harbor  watercraft _  32,  000,  000 

Fishing  fleet -  8,  000,  000 

Inland  watercraft  (barges) _  50,  000,  000 

Metalworking  machinery _  100,  000,  000 

Industrial  equipment _  150,  000,  000 

Machinery  for  mines,  arsenals, 
etc -  100,  0C0,  COO 


The  total  of  those  items  is  $900,000,000. 
The  grand  total  is  two  and  a  half  bil¬ 
lion  dollars,  all  of  which,  for  all  practical 
purposes,  will  be  post-war.  The  French 
understand  that,  and  they  intend' they 
shall  get  it  on  loan. 

Personally,  I  am  willing  to  support  a 
loan  to  France,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  made  under  lend-lease.  I 
think  if  we  are  to  authorize  a  loan  to 
France,  we  should  authorize  it,  and  if  the 
war  shall  end  before  most  of  these  goods 
are  delivered,  they  should  not  be  deliv¬ 
ered  unless  Congress  thereafter  author¬ 
izes  a  loan  to  France. 

The  bill  contains  this  language: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  sec¬ 
tion  3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  post-war  reconstruction. 

I  assume  that  means  that  the  President 
could  not  carry  out  a  lend-lease  contract 
once  the  war  was  over  because  obviously 
it  could  no  longer  be  for  lend-lease  goods. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  have  been  thinking 
about  the  statement  made  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio  that  we  do  not  expect 
France  to  help  us  in  the  Pacific  war  The 
Senator  stated  that  he  did  not  think  any 
one  anticipated  that  the  French  would 
aid  or  assist  us.  I  do  not  want  that 
statement  to  go  unchallenged,  because 
France  has  great  interests  in  the  Far 
East,  and  I  for  one  would  think  we  would 
be  justified  in  expecting  France  to  help 
to  the  extent  of  her  military  ability  if 
it  becomes  necessary  in  the  war  in  the 
Pacific. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Perhaps  I  made  an  ex¬ 
treme  statement.  I  think,  however,  that 
France  is  obviously  exhausted  and  unable 
to  conduct  war  on  the  other  side  of  the 
world,  and  if  I  were  to  estimate  the 
amount,  we  might  conceivably  allot  to 
the  French  operation  in  Indochina,  I 
think  $100,000,000  would  finance  all  the 
activities  France  will  ever  undertake 
there.  I  do  not  think  two  and  a  half 
billion  dollars  is  going  to  have  any  rela- 
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tion  to  the  conduct  of  the  war  in  Indo¬ 
china. 

Then  this  amendment,  Mr.  President, 
having  excluded  the  carrying  out  of  a 
contract  for  post-war  relief,  puts  in  an 
exception  which  I  propose  to  strike  out, 
which  seems  to  me  to  throw  the  door 
wide  open  again.  It  provides: 

Except  that  a  contract  or  agreement  en¬ 
tered.  into  in  accordance  with  this  act  in 
which  the  United  States  undertakes  to  fur¬ 
nish  to  a  foreign  government  defense  articles, 
services,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  present  war  and  which  provides 
for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  conditions 
of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President,  of  any 
such  defense  articles,  services,  or  informa¬ 
tion  after  the  President  determines  they  are 
no  longer  necessary  for  use  by  such  govern¬ 
ment  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for  post-war 
relief,  post-war  rehabilitation  or  post-war 
reconstruction. 

The  second  paragraph  simply  nullifies 
the  first  paragraph.  It  refers  to  the 
French  contract,  if  you  please,  and  says 
to  the  President,  “You  may  proceed  and 
make  all  the  contracts  you  want  to,  such 
as  the  French  contract,  under  this  ex¬ 
ception.”  I  see,  therefore,  no  particular 
reason  why  there  might  not  be  many 
billion  dollars  of  the  money  already  ap¬ 
propriated  for  lend-lease  covering  a  long 
period,  and  then  delivered  on  a  loan  after 
the  war,  that  is  as  over-all,  when  it  can¬ 
not  be  any  longer  for  war  purposes.  In 
fact  the  President  has  to  determine  that 
the  money  is  no  longer  necessary  for  war 
purposes,  and  then  he  may  turn  the 
whole  thing  into  a  loan  to  all  the  foreign 
nations. 

It  seems  to  me  that  obviously  that  par¬ 
ticular  provision  should  be  stricken  out. 

I  do  not  quite  understand  the  figures 
on  the  British  agreement.  There  was 
published  in  December  a  reference  to 
the  British  agreement,  and  I  read  from 
the  New  York  Times  of  November  30: 

American  assistance  In  helping  Great  Brit¬ 
ain  rebuild  her  export  trade  and  a  43  per¬ 
cent  reduction  in  lend-lease  aid  to  that  coun¬ 
try  after  the  defeat  of  Germany  are  pro¬ 
vided  for  under  terms  of  the  lend-lease  agree¬ 
ment  for  the  “second”  phase  of  the  war. 

Details  of  the  agreement  were  made  public 
here  today  in  a  Joint  statement  by  Leo  T. 
Crowley,  Foreign  Economic  Administrator, 
Secretary  of  State  Edward  R.  Stettinius,  Jr., 
and  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Henry  Mor- 
genthau,  Jr. 

The  same  day  Mr.  Churchill  made  a 
speech  in  the  House  of  Commons  de¬ 
scribing  the  lend-lease  agreement.  The 
article  from  which  I  have  just  read  con¬ 
tinues: 

The  new  arrangements,  which  will  go  into 
effect  when  the  Reich  falls,  provide  for  $5,- 
500,000,000  of  lend-lease  aid  to  Britain  in 
the  ensuing  year,  of  which  $2,700,000,000  will 
be  munitions  and  $2,800,000,000  nonmuni¬ 
tions  items,  including  about  $800,000,000 
worth  of  petroleum  products  for  the  Allied  oil 
pool,  a  considerable  amount  of  shipping  and 
raw  materials  for  making  munitions. 

The  $5,500,000,000  would  represents  43  per¬ 
cent  cut  from  the  present  rate  of  lend-lease 
aid. 

That  might  have  been  the  present  rate 
of  lend-lease  aid,  but  the  last  report  of 
the  Lend-Lease  Administration  filed  at 
the  end  of  the  year  shows  that  the  total 
lend-lease  aid  to  the  United  Kingdom 
from  January  to  November  1944,  was 


$4,680,000,000,  which  at  the  same  rate 
would  amount  to  about  $5,000,000,000, 
not  $10,000,000,000  in  the  year  1944,  and 
the  five  and  one-half  billion  dollars  will 
actually  be  an  increase  over  the  lend- 
lease  aid  given  to  Britain  in  the  year 
1944.  The  figure  $10,000,000,000  repre¬ 
sents  the  total  lend-lease  aid  to  all  coun¬ 
tries,  whereas  the  five  and  one-half 
billion  dollars  represents  the  contem¬ 
plated  lend-lease  to  Britain  in  12  months 
after  the  end  of  the  German  war. 

Mr.  Churchill  made  a  statement  about 
it  which  was  a  little  hard  for  me  to 
follow.  He  said: 

The  defeat  of  Germany  will  make  possible 
reductions  in  the  lend-lease  program,  and  in 
certain  fields  we  have  been  able  to  anticipate 
these  changes  and  to  work  out  the  basis  of  a 
new  program  from  the  beginning  of  1945. 
Thus,  from  that  date  we  shall  no  longer  get 
shipments  to  this  country  under  lend-lease 
of  any  manufactured  articles  for  civilian  use 
which  enter  into  the  export  trade,  nor  of 
many  raw  materials  and  semifabricated 
materials  such  as  iron,  steel,  and  some  non- 
ferrous  metals.  We  shall  then  be  free  to 
export  a  wide  range  of  goods  made  from 
those  materials. 

He  said  further: 

There  is  not  and  never  has  been  any 
question  of  reexporting  in  commerce  any 
articles  we  received  under  lend-lease,  nor  in 
general  shall  we  receive  in  this  country  un¬ 
der  lend-lease  finished  articles  identical  with 
those  we  export. 

But  whether  they  are  to  be  paid  for 
under  the  same  arrangement  as  the 
French  arrangement,  under  a  30-year 
credit,  is  not  entirely  clear. 

In  any  event,  there  is  a  British  agree¬ 
ment  which  is  apparently  something  like 
the  French  agreement.  It  was  widely 
stated,  in  fact  I  think  it  is  well  authen¬ 
ticated,  that  the  Russians  have  asked  for 
$6,000,000,000.  I  think  they  have  been 
told  that  they  cannot  now  get  it  under 
lend-lease,  and  we  will  have  to  figure 
some  other  method  of  loaning  it  to  them. 
I  am  not  sure  about  that.  I  am  told  that 
Mr.  Crowley  says  he  is  not  going  to  use 
this  money  for  post-war  purposes,  but 
there  are  two  difficulties  with  Mr.  Crow¬ 
ley’s  statement.  In  the  first  place,  he 
certainly  has  not  repudiated  this  excep¬ 
tion  clause  which  permits  him  to  lend  the 
money  in  effect  for  post-war  purposes, 
and,  in  the  second  place,  Mr.  Crowley 
may  not  be  the  Foreign  Economic  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  may  not  have  the  say 
when  the  time  comes  to  enter  into  these 
agreements.  So  I  do  not  think  we  can 
rely  on  anything  Mr.  Crowley  told  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee.  The  hear¬ 
ings  have  not  been  printed  as  yet,  so  we 
cannot  determine  what  Mr.  Crowley 
promised  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tee. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  strongly  on  the 
subject  of  post-war  loans  because  it 
seems  to  me  they  contemplate  a  vast  ex¬ 
pansion  of  manufacture  beyond  what  we 
can  produce.  The  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  has  referred  already  to  the  con¬ 
flict  over  boxcars  and  locomotives  for 
our  railroads  and  for  those  of  France. 
I  think  there  should  be  some  equitable 
.»  division.  But  a  few  days  ago  Mr.  Eccles, 
before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  expressed  the  opinion 
that  far  from  making  vast  ldans  to  for¬ 
eign  countries  after  the  war,  we  would 


have  to  limit  exports,  because  for  several 
years  we  would  be  unable  to  produce  the 
goods  which  would  be  sought  by  our  own 
people  who  could  buy  them,  and  by  those 
in  other  countries  who  would  be  trying  to 
buy  them. 

I  should  like  to  make  some  general 
remarks,  Mr.  President,  on  the  change  of 
the  situation  which  seems  to  have  oc¬ 
curred.  Until  within  a  few  months  the 
public  concern  has  been  that  there  might 
be  great  unemployment  and  depression 
after  the  war  in  connection  with  the  de¬ 
mobilization  of  the  Army  and  of  millions 
of  workers  in  war  plants.  The  fear  has 
been  that  it  may  be  impossible  to  convert 
war  industry  into  peace  industry  in  time 
to  care  for  those  who  have  been  released. 
This  was  a  set-up  for  the  advocates  of 
public  spending.  Their  propaganda 
took  prompt  advantage  of  this  public 
concern  to  advance  many  global  projects 
for  the  use  of  Federal  money.  And  we 
have  this  hang-over. 

I  have  not  any  doubt  that  in  the  be¬ 
ginning  it  was  contemplated  that  most  of 
the  post-war  relief  in  Europe  should  be 
handled  through  the  lend-lease  under 
paragraph  3  (c) ;  3  (c)  was  made  for 
that  purpose.  Every  city  throughout  the 
Nation  has  been  urged  to  prepare  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  public  works  and  get  ready  to 
build  itself  over.  The  idea  is  implied 
that  the  Federal  Government  will  provide 
the  funds. 

The  President’s  January  message  to 
Congress  contained  many  plans  for 
spending  public  money,  all  with  the  im¬ 
plication  that  they  were  necessary  to 
provide  jobs.  That  is  what  lies  behind 
the  program  of  lending  the  people’s 
money  to  foreign  nations.  In  some  way 
we  are  going  to  create  prosperity  for 
ourselves  by  lending  money  to  foreign 
nations.  Already  we  have  increased  the 
funds  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  by  $2,000,000,000.  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  are  planning  loans  for  the  recon¬ 
version  and  extension  of  industrial 
plants.  Unemployment  compensation 
rates  are  to  be  increased. 

There  is  another  method  by  which 
money  may  be  loaned  abroad,  and  that 
is  in  the  disposition  of  surplus  commod¬ 
ities.  I  believe  the  Surplus  Property  Ad¬ 
ministrator  has  power  to  sell  on  credit, 
and  he  may  plan  to  sell  large  amounts 
of  surplus  commodities  to  foreign  na¬ 
tions  on  credit. 

This  same  argument  for  the  creation 
of  jobs  has  been  used  to  promote  plans 
for  lending  large  sums  of  money  through¬ 
out  the  world.  Apparently,  in  addition 
to  the  surplus  property,  in  addition  to 
the  method  of  lending  through  lend- 
lease,  and  in  addition  to  Bretton  Woods, 
which  will  supply  about  $6,000,000,000 
for  lending  abroad,  the  administration 
intends  also  to  increase  the  lending 
power  of  the  Export-Import  Bank  by 
one  and  a  half  billion  dollars.  Again, 
the  principal  justification  for  the  whole 
program  seems  to  be  the  idea  that  by  the 
spending  of  Government  money  we  can 
meet  the  problem  of  unemployment  in 
the  United  States. 

I  should  like  to  make  it  clear  that  I 
believe  in  a  public  works  program,  but 
only  for  public  works  which  are  intrinsi¬ 
cally  of  value,  from  which  the  public  gets 
its  money’s  worth.  I  believe  in  the  ex¬ 
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tension  of  humanitarian  measures,  such 
as  medical  care,  housing,  and  education, 
but  only  to  the  extent  that  they  are 
justified  by  the  improved  conditions 
which  they  bring  about,  not  as  they  are 
urged  today  by  many. 

Yesterday  I  read  a  book  by  Professor 
Hansen,  in  which,  in  effect,  he  urges  all 
these  social  welfare  measures,  not  for 
social  welfare,  but  to  create  a  vast  Gov¬ 
ernment  spending  program  which  will 
create  employment.  I  believe  in  reason¬ 
able  loans  to  foreign  nations  for  rehabili¬ 
tation,  but  only  to  the  extent  necessary 
that  the  foreign  nations  may  put  their 
own  economic  machinery  in  order. 

I  endorse  100  percent  what  the  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  stated. 
I  believe  that  the  administration  should 
tell  us  how  much  money  it  thinks  we 
ought  to  lend  after  the  end  of  the  Ger¬ 
man  war.  I  do  not  know  how  much 
assistance  the  British  will  require  in  con¬ 
ducting  the  Japanese  war.  I  cannot  be¬ 
lieve  it  will  be  anything  like  the  amount 
covered  by  the  agreement  to  which  I 
have  referred.  But  certainly  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  should  know  the  total  out¬ 
lay.  I  am  willing  to  undertake  reason¬ 
able  loans  for  rehabilitation  of  foreign 
countries;  but  it  has  always  seemed  to 
me  that  if  we  lend  perhaps  two  or  three 
billion  dollars  the  first  year,  a  couple  of 
billion  the  second  year,  and  a  billion  the 
third,  we  shall  have  done  about  as  much 
as  we  should  do  to  help  foreign  nations 
get  on  their  own  feet. 

What  I  object  to  is  the  theory,  so  widely 
advanced,  that  these  programs  can  be 
justified  on  the  ground  that  they  are  a 
method  of  spending  public  money,  and 
that  the  American  people  can  achieve 
prosperity  only  by  spending  themselves 
into  prosperity.  Not  only  is  that  theory 
unsound,  but  it  ruins  the  programs 
themselves,  because  it  destroys  all  dis¬ 
crimination  in  determining  the  sound¬ 
ness  and  the  relative  importance  of  vari¬ 
ous  public  works,  of  varying  social  wel¬ 
fare  programs,  and  of  different  kinds  of 
foreign  trade  and  loans  to  various 
nations.  It  destroys  the  vital  impor¬ 
tance  of  designing  and  carrying  out  the 
programs  in  the  most  efficient  and  eco¬ 
nomical  way. 

But  suddenly  the  whole  t>asis  for  the 
theory  has  been  undermined,  and  the  ad¬ 
ministration,  or  those  branches  of  the 
administration  which  still  talk  of  pour¬ 
ing  out  Government  money  to  make  jobs, 
find  themselves  confuted  by  the  expres¬ 
sions  of  their  own  colleagues.  Even  many 
loyal  administration  supporters  have 
come  to  fear  that  the  real  danger  after 
the  war  will  be  inflation  rather  than 
unemployment  and  depression. 

The  situation  is  wholly  unlike  that  ex¬ 
isting  during  the  period  following  the 
last  war.  We  have  never  had  so  many 
reserves  of  buying  power  in  this  coun¬ 
try  to  stimulate  economic  prosperity.  At 
the  same  time,  4  years  of  war  produced 
a  great  backlog  of  demand  to  call  those 
reserves  into  use  for  buying  goods.  When 
the  war  ends  there  will  be  perhaps  $40,- 
000,000,000  of  series  E  bonds  in  the  hands 
of  middle-  and  lower-income  groups. 
Many  of  them  will  be  cashed.  There  is 
an  excess  of  $17,000,000,000  of  currency 
in  the  hands  of  individuals.  Individual 
deposits  in  savings  banks  and  checking 


accounts  have  increased  by  $32,000,000,- 
000  over  what  they  were  before  the  war. 
That  is  a  total  of  $89,000,000,000  of  liquid 
spending  power  in  the  hands  of  indi¬ 
viduals  alone.  If  the  Government 
promptly  settles  its  bills  on  the  cancela¬ 
tion  of  contracts,  corporation  cash  re¬ 
serves  will  probably  be  at  least  $20,000,- 
000,000  over  normal  pre-war  cash. 

We  must  consider  that  there  is  $6,000,- 
000,000  in  State  unemployment  compen¬ 
sation  funds  ready  to  be  paid  out  to  the 
unemployed.  There  is  a  very  liberal 
provision  for  unemployment  compensa¬ 
tion  to  discharged  veterans.  It  may 
amount  to  as  much  as  $1,000  apiece.  Af¬ 
ter  the  World  War  there  was  no  unem¬ 
ployment  compensation.  We  have  pro¬ 
vided  liberally  for  loans  to  veterans  to 
enable  them  to  buy  homes,  farms,  and 
businesses.  If  4,000,000  of  the  15,000,000 
veterans  take  advantage  of  this  privilege, 
$10,000,000,000  of  spending  power  will  be 
produced. 

There  is  another  factor  which  is  not 
generally  considered.  After  the  end  of 
the  German  war  we  shall  still  be  running 
at  a  deficit  of  $35,000,000,000  a  year 
while  the  war  with  Japan  continues,  and 
even  after  the  war  with  Japan  ends,  ex¬ 
penses  can  be  reduced  only  gradually 
to  the  normal  budget,  and  there  will 
probably  be  an  accumulated  deficit  of 
$25,000,000,000  more  over  2  or  3  years 
before  even  a  conservative  government 
can  reach  a  balanced  budget. 

Furthermore,  foreign  nations  have 
large  reserves  even  today,  without  any 
loans  from  this  country  or  any  further 
lend-lease  aid.  Mr.  Eccles  testified  re¬ 
cently  that  there  is  $10,000,000,000  of 
cash  and  earmarked  gold  in  this  coun¬ 
try  owned  by  foreign  nations  and  their 
nationals,  ready  to  be  spent.  That  in¬ 
cludes  $6,000,000,000  of  short-term 
credits  to  which  the  Senator  from  Maine 
referred  today.  The  total  resources  of 
foreign  nations,  in  gold  and  dollars,  and 
in  short-term  securities  capable  of  being 
transferred  into  dollars  amount  to  $25,- 
000,000,000.  That  is  Mr.  Eccles’  testi¬ 
mony. 

Of  course,  Mr.  Eccles  considered  it  nec¬ 
essary  to  place  a  limit  on  exports,  or  to 
make  an  allocation  of  exports,  because 
he  said  that  if  we  allow  all  this  money 
to  be  spent  at  once  in  this  country  we 
shall  produce  a  dangerous  inflation. 

Mr.  Byrnes’  report  states  that  he  has 
designated  a  committee  to  coordinate 
foreign  shipments  under  Mi'.  Crowley  to 
prevent  the  abuse  of  foreign  buying 
power. 

I  noticed  that  only  last  Thursday  Mr. 
Bernard  Baruch,  who  is  one  of  the  best 
economic  advisers  in  the  country,  made 
a  statement  in  England  that  American 
servicemen  would  not  have  anything  to 
worry  about  when  they  got  home,  and 
that  “there  will  be  more  work  in  the 
United  States  than  there  will  be  hands 
with  which  to  do  it.” 

In  short,  the  best  opinion  today  fears 
inflation  after  the  war  rather  than  de¬ 
pression,  except  for  a  brief  period  of  re¬ 
adjustment.  Public  works  and  other 
permanent  projects  will  hardly  get  un¬ 
der  way  during  that  short  period.  It  is 
important  that  all  public  bodies  and  cor¬ 
porations  be  ready  to  go  ahead  with  re¬ 
pairs  and  replacements  to  meet  the  im¬ 


mediate  needs  of  those  who  cannot  get 
work.  The  whole  country  is  shabby  and 
in  need  of  repair.  Estimates  show  that 
a  number  of  billions  of  dollars  can  be 
spent  simply  in  putting  our  present 
plants  in  first-class  condition  and  pro¬ 
viding  the  kind  of  temporary  jobs  we 
need;  but  a  huge  program  of  permanent 
public  works  would  get  going  only  in 
time  to  compete  for  materials  with  fever¬ 
ish  activity  in  private  industry.  The 
logic  of  the  situation  is  such  that  it  de¬ 
stroys  the  spending-for-jobs  or  lending- 
f or- jobs  argument  which  has  carried  all 
before  it  up  to  this  time. 

Mr.  Byrnes’  last  report  is  exceedingly 
interesting.  Incidentally  he  says,  with 
reference  to  lend-lease: 

These  foreign  countries  have  been  able  to 
expand  their  gold  and  dollar  assets  by  more 
than  $8,000,000,000  since  1940. 

There  is  only  one  way  by  which  they 
have  been  able  to  expand  their  gold  and 
dollar  assets,  and  that  is  through  the 
operation  of  lend-lease.  The  effect  of 
lend-lease  has  been  that  we  ha,ve  given 
away  most  of  what  we  export — about 
$12,000,000,000  a  year.  We  pay  for  most 
of  what  we  import,  about  $3,000,000,000 
a  year;  and  our  soldiers  are  spending 
American  dollars  all  over  the  world.  We 
are  paying  the  costs  of  occupation.  All 
that  money  is  gathered  up,  and  builds  up 
balances  in  the  United  States. 

On  the  general  subject  Mr.  Byrnes 
says: 

The  opportunities  for  reconversion  and  re¬ 
employment  during  the  period  from  VE-day 
to  VJ-day  seem  likely  to  surpass  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  munition  output.  The  outlook  in 
general  indicates  that  the  demand  for  labor 
will  exceed  supply.  Manpower  may  well  be 
a  reconversion  bottleneck  hi  many  localities. 

He  further  states: 

One  thing  is  clear.  We  should  not  be  stam¬ 
peded  into  large  public  works  programs. 

Again  he  says: 

We  must  be  prepared  to  make  loans  to  for¬ 
eign  countries  which  need  American  goods 
and  cannot  pay  immediately,  if  there  is  a 
reasonable  prospect  of  repayment.  Loans 
made  abroad,  merely  to  provide  employment 
at  home,  are  unsound.  They  will  produce 
international  financial  difficulties  when  the 
time  comes  for  repayment. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quotations  from 
Mr.  Byrnes.  All  the  quotations  are  from 
the  report  which  Mr.  Byrnes  made  the 
day  before  he  resigned. 

Mr.  President,  administration  agencies 
such  as  the  O.  P.  A.  have  been  before  us 
asking  for  the  continuation  of  their 
power  after  the  war,  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  necessary  to  prevent  inflation. 
Mr.  Eccles  has  advocated  a  tax  on  specu¬ 
lation.  These  demands  are  utterly  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  policy  of  those  who 
insist  upon  a  vast  outpouring  of  public 
funds  to  create  jobs. 

What  is  this  inflation  which  is  feared? 
Everyone  is  familiar  with  the  kind  of 
inflation  they  had  in  Germany  when 
prices  increased  to  fantastic  figures  and 
money  became  of  no  value.  They  know 
the  hardship  and  suffering,  the  destruc¬ 
tion  of  savings  and  life-insurance  values, 
the  destruction  of  security,  leading  to  a 
break-down  of  the  whole  system  of  gov¬ 
ernment  as  well  as  business.  But  infla¬ 
tion  can  be  very  dangerous  without 
reaching  that  ultimate  catastrophe.  In 
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1929  we  had  an  inflation  in  which  there 
was  no  increase  in  commodity  prices  or 
the  cost  of  living.  That  is  what  fooled 
everyone.  It  was  reflected  in  an  abnor¬ 
mal  increase  in  capital  values  and  par¬ 
ticularly  in  stocks,  but  it  led  to  a  com¬ 
plete  distortion  of  values,  to  a  violent 
depression,  and  to  unemployment  and 
hardship. 

My  own  view  is  that  we  have  inflation 
whenever  we  achieve  a  false  prosperity  by 
artificial  means  which  cannot  be  indefi¬ 
nitely  sustained  and  steadily  increased. 
We  may  reach  that  condition  by  an  un¬ 
due  expansion  of  private  credit  such 
as  we  had  in  1929.  But  we  can  reach  it  - 
more  surely  by  Government  spending  and 
a  huge  deficit  and  an  increase  in  public 
credit.  Today  we  have  arbitrarily  held 
prices  down  to  about  a  30-percent  in¬ 
crease  over  1940.  But  wages  have  gone 
up  more  than  that.  Capital  values  in 
stocks  and  real  estate,  including  farms 
and  homes,  are  steadily  increasing.  How 
far  controls  can  be  effected  in  peacetime, 
whether  any  method  can  be  devised  to 
control  capital  values,  is  very  doubtful. 
There  is  only  one  way  that  I  know  of  to 
prevent  inflation,  and  that  is  to  stop 
Federal  deficits,  stop  the  further  expan¬ 
sion  of  credit  abroad,  as  well  as  at  home, 
balance  the  budget,  and  control  the  ex¬ 
cessive  development  of  private  credit. 

We  must,  therefore,  keep  taxes  reason¬ 
ably  high  and  reduce  Government  ex¬ 
penses,  so  as  to  stop  a  further  increase 
in  the  public  debt.  We  must  encourage' 
the  development  of  private  industry  and 
build  up  foreign  trade  by  sound  means. 
But  if  we  build  them  up  by  vast  Govern¬ 
ment  spending  which  cannot  be  perma¬ 
nently  maintained  without  financial  de¬ 
struction,  we  are  bound  to  create  an  in¬ 
flation  like  that  of  1929,  even  though  we 
control  commodity  prices,  and  we  Vill 
bring  about  in  due  time  a  worse  depres¬ 
sion  than  that  of  1932. 

Some  of  the  economic  planners  admit 
in  theory  that  the  budget  should  be  bal¬ 
anced  over  a  period  of,  say,  10  years;  but 
practically  they  plan  deficits  whenever 
they  think  that  the  national  income  or 
the  level  of  employment  is  not  suf¬ 
ficiently  high.  This  means  that  they  will 
be  constantly  justifying  a  constant  fur¬ 
ther  deficit.  Furthermore,  unless  we 
plan  a  balanced  budget  in  normal  and 
somewhat  subnormal  times,  we  will  never 
balance  it  at  all.  Government  activities 
cannot  be  started  and  then  stopped  over¬ 
night.  We  saw  that  in  the  “emergencies” 
after  the  former  depression.  They  go  on 
steadily  spending  the  cash.  There  is 
only  one  safe  plan,  and  that  is  to  pay 
our  way  as  we  go.  If  we  run  into  a  real 
depression  we  will  have  Government 
deficits  without  planning  for  them. 

Our  danger,  as  I  see  it,  is  that  we  will 
not  recognize  an  inflation  based  on  arti¬ 
ficial  stimulants,  even  though  we  are  in 
the  middle  of  it.  In  1929  many  intelli¬ 
gent  men  told  us  that  we  had  reached  a 
new  era  of  permanent  prosperity.  The 
only  way  to  prevent  depressions  is  to 
maintain  prosperity  by  sound  methods, 
and  avoid  an  inflation  both  of  credit  to 
private  individuals  and  credit  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  President,  at  the  present  time 
there  is  a  very  strong  Nation-wide  prop¬ 
aganda  deliberately  promoted  by  the 
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State  Department  and  other  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  to  sell  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  on  the  importance  of  foreign  trade 
and  on  lending  large  sums  of  money  in 
order  to  produce  that  foreign  trade. 
Again  they  emphasize  the  necessity  of 
exports  in  order  to  create  additional 
jobs  supposed  to  be  needed  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  and  they  appear  to  be  willing  to  sac¬ 
rifice  all  principles  of  economy  and  sound 
finance  in  order  to  promote  exports. 
Vast  loans  by  this  Government  are  being 
proposed,  as  well  as  devices  like  Bretton 
Woods,  which  have  the  effect  of  loans. 

I  do  not  desire  to  depreciate  the  im¬ 
portance  of  foregin  trade  although  I 
think  some  economists  and  politicians 
exaggerate  it  beyond  all  reason.  This 
country  happens  to  be  largely  self-suffi¬ 
cient,  and  exports  have  never,  in  recent 
decades,  brought  in  more  than  6  percent 
of  the  national  income  of  this  country. 
But  an  export  trade  which  is  based  on 
lending  money  in  large  sums  is  pure  in¬ 
flation,  and  creates  a  wholly  artificial  ac¬ 
tivity  bound  to  collapse  in  time  with  the 
most  dangerous  results.  If  the  loans  are 
in  reasonable  sums  and  can  be  repaid 
within  a  reasonable  time,  of  course,  the 
increased  activity  is  legitimate;  but  if 
we  were  to  go  ahead  with  a  program  of 
lending  approximately  $5,000,000,000  a 
year,  we  would  simply  give  away  the 
product  of  our  workmen’s  labor  and  the 
product  of  our  machines,  because  any 
loans  in  such  a  tremendous  amount 
would  never  be  repaid.  Today  such  loans 
are  mounting  up  to  very  substantial 
sums. 

In  connection  with  lend-lease  and 
the  pending  bill  we  start  with  apparently 
$2,500,000,000  to  France  and  $5,500,000,- 
000  to  Great  Britain.  More  than  half 
of  that  is  loans.  We  apparently  have, 
as  I  say,  a  contemplated  loan  to  Russia. 
We  have  another  billion  and  a  half  dol¬ 
lars  in  the  Export-Import  Bank  and 
$6,000,000,000  in  Bretton  Woods.  With 
all  the  plans  which  are  being  concocted, 
I  do  not  know  what  the  total  may  be.  I 
thoroughly  endorse  the  demand  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  that  the  admin¬ 
istration  get  together  all  its  plans  for 
foreign  lending  and  tell  us  what  the  total 
is,  because  it  is  impossible  to  pass  on  any 
one  of  these  proposals  until  we  have 
some  kind  of  a  picture  of  the  whole  thing 
and  are  able  to  form  an  intelligent  judg¬ 
ment  about  how  much  we  should  lend 
and  how  much  we  should  not  lend.  Ob¬ 
viously,  if  foreign  nations  have  $25,000,- 
000,000,  there  are  many  countries  to 
whom  we  will  not  have  to  lend  at  all. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  no  doubt 
other  countries  to  whom  we  will  have  to 
lend.  But  take  Great  Britain.  Today 
the  British  have  in  this  country  foreign 
-balances  equal  to  what  they  were  when 
the  war  started,  so  far  as  gold  dollars 
and  short-term  securities,  net,  are  con¬ 
cerned.  They  have  nearly  a  billion  and 
a  half  dollars^more  than  they  had  when 
lend-lease  started  in  1941.  That  does 
not  necessarily  mean  that  they  are  better 
off,  because  they  owe  a  great  deal  more 
money  all  over  the  rest  of  the  world. 
They  owe  billions  of  dollars  to  India,  for 
instance.  They  owe  billions  of  dollars  to 
other  countries  which  have  not  been 
lend-leasing  all  the  supplies  they  have 
sent  to  Britain,  as  we  have  been  doing; 


and  there  may  be  a  case  for  some  addi¬ 
tional  loan  to  Great  Britain  in  order  to 
put  that  nation  on  its  feet  in  connection, 
perhaps,  with  the  funding  of  the  frozen 
sterling  balances  which  are  owed  by 
many  countries  throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  SHIFSTEAD.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  SHIPSTEAD.  The  Senator  is  un¬ 
doubtedly  aware  that  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  the  largest  individual  holder 
of  American  securities  in  the  world.  On 
the  first  day  after  the  declaration  of 
war,  the  House  of  Commons  passed  an 
act  by  which  all  securities  held  by 
British  nationals  were  taken  over  by  the 
British  Government.  On  that  evening 
the  House  of  Lords  ratified  the  act. 
Britain  has  been  making  money  all  the 
time.  There  is  no  reason  why  she  should 
not  be  in  possession  of  large  balances  in 
addition  to  what  she  has  received  from 
lend-lease. 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  information  is  that 
at  the  beginning  of  the  war  Great 
Britain  had  in  this  country  a  consider¬ 
able  number  of  securities.  She  took 
over  the  securities  of  her  nationals,  as 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  said. 
Then  she  borrowed  money  from  the 
R.  F.  C.,  which  was  secured  by  those 
securities.  The  net  value  of  the  securi¬ 
ties  which  she  had,  on  which  she  bor¬ 
rowed,  was  approximately  a  billion  and 
a  half  dollars.  Today  she  has  approxi¬ 
mately  $1,100,000,000  net,  over  and  above 
the  loan  which  she  received  from  the 
R.  F.  C. 

Mr.  President,  under  present  condi¬ 
tions  and  for  many  years  to  come,  it  is 
wholly  impossible  to  expect  any  repay¬ 
ment  of  loans  in  the  volume  which  is 
now  being  suggested.  We  had  our  ex¬ 
perience  in  the  twenties.  Government 
post-war  loans  were  followed  by  bil¬ 
lions  of  private  loans.  When  we  finally 
woke  up  to  the  fact  that  none  of  those 
loans  could  be  repaid  we  stopped  lend¬ 
ing.  The  result  was  the  collapse  of  the 
whole  artificial  export  trade  which  had 
been  created,  and  an  intensification  of 
the  1932  depression.  Surely  with  that 
experience  before  us  we  are  not  going 
to  begin  the  process  all  over  again,  this 
time  with  the  taxpayers’  money  instead 
of  that  of  individuals.  We  ought  to 
recognize  that  everything  under  lend- 
lease  up  to  this  time  has  been  a  gift. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  willing 
to  wipe  it  off  the  books.  We  must  recog¬ 
nize  that  post-war  loans  are  likely  to 
be  repaid  by  only  a  limited  number  of 
countries,  and  ought  to  be  undertaken 
only  as  humanitarian  measures  for  relief 
and  rehabilitation,  and  in  very  limited 
amounts. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  propaganda 
now  being  put  out  is  just  another  phase 
of  the  spending  theory,  another  method 
by  which  Government  money  can  be  lav¬ 
ishly  distributed,  on  the  same  old  theory 
that  we  can  spend  ourselves  into  pros¬ 
perity.  It  is  just  as  unsound  as  the 
undertaking  of  a  vast  public  works  pro¬ 
grams  at  home,  based  solely  on  the 
theory  that  it  will  provide  60,000,000  jobs. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  McMAHON.  The  Senator  just 
made  the  statement  that  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned  he  would  be  willing  to 
wipe  lend-lease  off  the  books. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  did  not  mean  to  wipe 
the  Lend-Lease  Act  off  the  books,  but  to 
cancel  the  outstanding  lend-lease  obli¬ 
gation,  whatever  it  may  be. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  so  understood  the 
Senator.  However,  I  think  that  this  is 
a  particularly  unfortunate  time  for  the 
Senator’s  statement  to  go  out  as  ex¬ 
pressing  the  sentiment  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  I  wish  to  register  my 
dissent  to  any  statement  of  that  kind, 
because  at  this  stage  I  am  not  prepared 
to  take  such  action. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  respect  the  Senator.  I 
cannot  speak  for  him  or  for  any  other 
Member  of  the  Senate.  I  expressed  a 
similar  opinion  when  we  enacted  the 
original  Lend-Lease  Act.  At  that  time  I 
said  that,  so  far  as  the  war  was  con¬ 
cerned,  I  was  willing  to  make  lend-lease 
a  gift.  I  had  never  thought  of  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act  in  any  way  except  in  the  sense 
of  what  actually  could  be  repaid  in  kind 
during  the  war.  There  may  be  a  few 
payments  in  kind  which  will  be  made 
after  the  war.  Perhaps  they  should  be 
made,  but  I  do  not  think  they  will 
amount  to  much.  It- would  be  most  un¬ 
fortunate  if  the  huge  sum  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $30,000,000,000,  less  approximate¬ 
ly  $3,000,000,000  in  reverse  lend-lease, 
should  hang  as  a  debt  over  the  world  for 
years  to  come,  as  did  the  debts  of  the 
First  World  War. 

After  it  became  apparent  that  those 
debts  could  not  be  repaid  and  would 
not  be  repaid,  I  thought  that  they  should 
be  canceled.  I  have  the  same  feeling 
with  respect  to  the  present  lend-lease 
obligation.  However,  I  speak  only  for 
myself  and  not  for  anyone  else.  I  have 
no  influence  with  the  administration,  so 
I  cannot  bring  about  the  cancelation. 

It  is  almost  impossible  to  find  out  what 
the  Government’s  program  is  for  foreign 
lending.  The  bureaucrats  have  become 
so  used  to  a  lavish  treatment  of  every  for¬ 
eign  nation  as  to  lose  all  sense  of  values. 
Lend-lease  has  been  distributed  not  only 
for  military  purposes  but  for  political 
purposes  to  every  little  nation  in  the 
world  willing  to  say  it  is  at  war  with  Ger¬ 
many.  Apparently  there  has  been  au¬ 
thorized  a  total  sum  of  $74,000,000,000 
for  lend-lease,  of  which  only  forty  billion 
has  been  spent.  The  inclination  of  the 
administration  is  to  use  the  balance  for 
post-war  loans,  although  the  bill  was 
enacted  solely  for  war  purposes.  We 
have  seen  the  French  agreement  covering 
two  and  a  half  billion  dollars.  More  than 
one-half  of  this  appears  to  be  for  per¬ 
manent  use,  and  hardly  any  of  it  will  get 
to  France  before  the  end  of  the  German 
war.  Of  course,  the  rest  of  it  is  to  be  paid 
for  by  France,  but  over  a  long  period  of 
years.  In  effect,  the  act  is  being  used  to 
make  a  post-war  loan  to  France. 

The  administration  is  now  denying 
that  it  intends  any  further  use  of  lend- 
lease  in  this  manner.  Nevertheless,  we 
know  that  Russia  has  applied  for  a  long¬ 
term  loan  of  $6,000,000,000  and  related 
it  to  the  lend-lease  program  and  expects 
to  get  it.  There  are  well-substantiated 
rumors  that  Mr.  Roosevelt  has  tenta¬ 
tively  agreed  that  the  British  shall  get 
six  and  a  half  billion  dollars  after  the 


end  of  the  German  war.  Ostensibly  this 
would  be  to  help  them  wage  the  war 
against  Japan,  but  practically  a  large 
part  of  it  would  be  in  effect  a  post-war 
loan. 

We  have  already  appropriated  $1,350,- 
000,000  for  U.  N.  R.  R,  A.  relief.  We  are 
being  asked  to  increase  the  capital  of 
the  Export-Import  Bank  to  $2,200,- 
000,000.  We  are  presented  with  the  Bret- 
ton  Woods  agreements,  under  which  we 
put  in  about  $6,000,000,000,  more  than 
one-half  the  good  money  in  the  two 
funds,  all  of  which  can  be  loaned  out  by 
boards  controlled  by  the  borrowers 
within  approximately  2  years. 

We  are  being  urged  today  to  give  im¬ 
mediate  approval  to  the  Bretton  Woods 
agreement.  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  a 
comprehensive  statement  of  the  admin¬ 
istration’s  policy  of  lending  money 
abroad  before  we  proceed  further.  What 
is  the  whole  foreign  need  and  how  much 
can  we  safely  lend  or  contribute  with 
any  chance  of  recovering  it?  How  much 
do  the  foreign  nations  really  need?  How- 
much  can  they  do  for  themselves.  So 
far  as  I  know,  there  has  been  no  public 
statement  of  this  situation,  and  even  the 
facts  are  being  concealed.  Many  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  administration  seem  to  be 
yearning  to  give  away  American  money 
as  well' as  American  rights,  and  they  do 
not  want  Congress  to  know  about  it. 

Do  the  foreign  nations  need  this 
money?  Under  the  lend-lease  policy 
there  has  been  a  steady  increase  in  for¬ 
eign  balances.  Mr.  Eccles  testified  that 
today  foreign  nations  and  foreign  na¬ 
tionals  have  $25,000,000,000  in  cash,  gold, 
and  short-term  securities  which  can  be 
used  for  purchases  in  this  Country.  Mr. 
Byrnes  has  just  said  that  foreign  nations 
have  built  up  their  balances  here  by 
$8,000,000,000  since  the  war  started. 
Under  lend-lease  even  the  British  have 
actually  built  up  their  balances  in  this 
country,  until  today  it  is  estimated  that 
the  total  of  these  balances  and  their  net 
securities  and  investments  approximates 
three  and  a  half  billion  dollars,  about  the 
same  as  when  the  war  started,  and  one 
and  a  half  billion  dollars  more  than  when 
lend-lease  began. 

Of  course,  there  are  some  countries 
with  no  cash,  and  even  the  British  situa¬ 
tion  is  hot  as  good  as  it  looks,  because  of 
vast  sums  owed  to  other  countries.  My 
point  is  that  this  situation  ought  to  be 
viewed  as  a  whole,  and  ought  to  be  laid 
before  Congress  and  the  American  peo¬ 
ple.  Then  we  can  adopt  a  reasonable 
program  of  foreign  loans,  enough  to  pro¬ 
vide  necessities  for  distressed  people  dur¬ 
ing  the  first  year  after  the  war,  and  to 
supply  the  materials  and  tools  required 
to  get  their  economic  machinery  in 
working  order. 

Many  people  are  influenced  in  favor 
of  foreign  loans  by  the  unconscious  feel¬ 
ing  that  the  world  can  be  rehabilitated 
only  by  American  dollars,  and  that  we 
are  now  such  a  tremendously  powerful 
and  magnanimous  nation  that  we  can 
bring  freedom  from  want  to  billions  of 
people  who  have  never  enjoyed  it.  With 
due  respect  to  the  kindness  and  human¬ 
ity  of  those  who  favor  the  pouring  out  of 
American  dollars  throughout  the  world, 
I  believe  this  feeling  is  an  evidence  of 
our  exaggerated  self-confidence  and  na¬ 
tional  conceit.  Of  course,  we  can  help. 


but  the  only  kind  of  help  which  is  really 
effective  is  that  which  helps  these  other 
nations  to  help  themselves.  They  must 
work  out  their  own  salvation.  Their 
cities  and  public  works  can  be  better  re¬ 
built  with  their  own  labor,  curing  their 
own  problems  of  unemployment. 

The  prosperity  of  most  people  depends 
upon  their  own  character.  Some  people 
with  no  natural  resources,  like  the  Scan¬ 
dinavians,  have  built  a  great  civilization. 
Others  with  vast  natural  resources  are 
still  poverty-stricken.  We  can  help  by 
lending  them  the  money  to  buy  here  the 
machinery  and  other  products  they  have 
not  the  present  means  to  manufacture. 

Broadly  speaking,  I  believe  that  a  very 
few  billion  dollars  wisely  distributed  can 
supply  those  nations  without  funds  with 
sufficient  aid  for  them  to  get  going. 

Many  Americans  feel  that  we  can  buy 
foreign  good  will.  Frankly,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  one  can  ever  make  a  man  his  friend 
by  lending  him  money,  unless  one  in¬ 
tends  to  continue  lending  him  more  and 
more  for  all  time  to  come.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  a  nation  which  relies  on  an¬ 
other  nation  to  assist  it  indefinitely  is 
doing  itself  any  good.  In  short,  I  do  not 
believe  that  American  dollars  can  make 
the  world  go  round;  and  any  government 
that  has  that  idea  can  easily  wreck  the 
finances  of  this  country  and  destroy  our 
own  standard-  of  living,  without  doing 
anyone  else  any  good. 

Foreign  trade,  like  domestic  trade,  can 
only  be  based  soundly  on  an  exchange  of 
goods  advantageous  to  both  parties. 
That  is,  exports  only  benefit  us  if  they 
are  paid  for  by  imports.  How  far  are  we 
willing  to  accept  imports?  There  is 
plenty  of  general  talk  against  the  tariff, 
but  it  is  very  difficult  to  persuade  Con¬ 
gress  or  the  American  people  that  we 
should  make  such  reductions  as  to  de¬ 
stroy  any  American  industry  and  throw 
many  men  out  of  work,  in  order  that  we 
can  import  that  kind  of  product  and 
thereby  export  some  other  kind  of  Amer¬ 
ican  goods.  What  do  we  gain,  it  is  asked, 
by  importing  our  roller  bearings  from 
Sweden  and  putting  the  Timken  Roller 
Bearing  Co.  out  of  business  at  Canton, 
Ohio?  The  Timken  Co.  tells  me  that 
without  a  tariff  it  cannot  possibly  com¬ 
pete  with  the  Swedish  manufacturers 
of  roller  bearings.  Theoretically  we 
could  then  perhaps  export  more  auto¬ 
mobiles  to  Sweden,  and  the  men  who  now 
make  roller  bearings  could  go  to  work 
making  automobiles.  But  do  we  gain 
enough  by  getting  our  roller  bearings  a 
little  cheaper  to  make  this  change  worth 
while?  Do  we  not  get  too  many  eggs  in 
one  basket,  like  the  automobile  industry, 
and  build  up  an  economy  based  on  an 
export  trade  which  is  much  less  stable 
than  the  home  market? 

The  theory  is  that  by  finding  mar¬ 
kets  for  export  trade  we  put  men  to 
work,  and  then  have  the  additional  pur¬ 
chasing  power  which  can  buy  imported 
goods  without  decreasing  the  amount  of 
domestic  goods  bought.  That  is  an  ef¬ 
fective  argument.  But  since  it  is  ad¬ 
mitted  that  exports  are  of  no  use  unless 
paid  for  by  imports,  and  that  an  Amer¬ 
ican  market  must  be  created  for  those 
imports,  why  is  it  not  just  as  easy  to 
create  an  additional  home  market  for 
home  goods  as  it  is  to  create  an  Ameri¬ 
can  market  for  imported  goods? 
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The  truth  probably  lies  between  the 
two  extremes.  Some  additional  market 
can  be  created  for  imported  goods  which 
is  not  available  for  domestic  products. 
Those  imported  goods  are  presumably 
cheaper  and  may  stimulate  increased  de¬ 
mand.  But  the  idea  that  foreign  trade 
soundly  developed  can  produce  any  tre¬ 
mendous  increase  in  employment,  unless 
we  are  going  to  give  away  our  products 
at  the  expense  of  the  taxpayer,  is  a 
mirage. 

There  can  certainly  be  no  sound  or 
permanent  expansion  of  employment  by 
the  Government  inflating  exports  by  ex¬ 
cessive  loans,  but  only  through  the  grad¬ 
ual  building  up  by  hard  work  of  a  for¬ 
eign  trade  based  on  mutual  advantage 
in  the  exchange  of  certain  types  of  goods. 
I  believe  that  a  reasonable  reduction  in 
some  tariff  rates  can  encourage  imports 
without  destroying  American  industry. 
But,  after  all,  imports  depend  more  on 
prosperity  in  this  country  than  they  do 
on  tariffs,  if  we  can  judge  from  the  fig¬ 
ures  of  1928  and  1929.  Our  imports  in 
those  years,  with  almost  the  highest 
tariffs  we  have  ever  had,  were  greater 
than  ■  they  have  ever  been  before  or 
since  and  a  greater  proportion  of  na¬ 
tional  income,  far  greater  than  they  have 
been  since  the  passage  of  the  Reciprocal 
Trade  Agreement  Act. 

I  have  never  been  for  that  act  for  two 
reasons.  First,  it  delegates  complete  leg¬ 
islative  power  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  lower  the  tariff  to  50  percent  of  the 
statutory  rates  without  any  standard 
fixed  by  Congress,  and  without  any  hear¬ 
ing  to  those  whose  business  may  be  vitally 
affected.  While  it  purports  to  author¬ 
ize  a  special  agreement  with  a  particular 
Country  in  return  for  benefits  to  the 
United  States  from  that  country,  the  re¬ 
duction  made  for  that  country  under  the 
most-favored-nation  clause  applies  to 
all  other  countries,  even  those  which 
make  no  concession  to  the  United  States. 

I  do  not  think  we  should  return  to  con¬ 
gressional  tariff  making,  but  I  do  believe 
Congress  should  prescribe  definite  rules 
by  which  a  board  may  reduce  tariff  rates 
after  proper  hearings.  If  further  con¬ 
cessions  are  necessary  to  particular  coun¬ 
tries  to  enable  them  to  establish  a  sound 
economy  and  secure  tariff  rates  below 
those  available  to  other  nations,  such 
agreements,  I  believe,  should  be  submit¬ 
ted  to  Congress  for  approval. 

I  certainly  am  not  willing  to  vote  for 
the  new  proposal  that  the  President  be 
given  authority,  in  his  arbitrary  discre¬ 
tion,  to  reduce  statutory  rates  by  75  per¬ 
cent.  I  think  it  is  perfectly  reasonable, 
in  trying  to  work  out  a  world  in  which 
every  nation  may  have  markets  available 
for  its  exports  so  that  it  can  import  es¬ 
sential  goods,  that  we  make  special 
agreements  with  the  nations  without 
bringing  into  effect  most-favored-nation 
clauses.  By  such  special  agreements  we 
may  also  be  able  to  assist  the  export  of 
our  agricultural  products,  a  surplus  of 
which  is  very  difficult  to  prevent. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  reaffirm  my 
principal  point,  that  inflation  is  the  great 
danger  we  face/ in  the  post-war  world, 
inflation  arising  out  of  the  method  by 
which  we  have  financed  the  war,  and  the 
spending  proclivities  of  the  present  ad¬ 
ministration.  It  can  bring  on  a  depres¬ 
sion  which  may  well  destroy  our  entire 


system.  We  ought  to  follow  Mr.  Byrnes, 
and  get  rid  of  the  idea  that  we  should 
plunge  into  a  tremendous  public -works 
program.  We  ought  to  follow  Mr. 
Byrnes  in  his  belief  that  “foreign  loans 
made  abroad  merely  to  provide  employ¬ 
ment  at  home  are  utterly  unsound.” 

We  ought  to  get  back  to  earth.  This 
country  is  the  same  country  it  was  when 
the  war  began.  We  can  resume  the 
progress  of  150  years,  and  build  up  a 
happy  people  and  a  standard  of  living 
which  will  be  the  model  for  the  world. 
We  can  move  forward  with  more  imagi¬ 
nation  and  invention.  We  can  steadily 
extend  our  system  of  humanitarian 
measures  in  old-age  pensions,  health, 
housing  and  education.  We  can  encour¬ 
age  and  promote  foreign  trade.  But  we 
can  only  achieve  permanent  progress  if 
we  base  these  actions  on  the  same  princi¬ 
ples  of  sound  finance  which  have  made 
progress  in  the  past,  and  not  by  blowing 
artificial  bubbles  of  inflation  from  the 
soap  of  Government  spending. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
attitude  of  the  present  administration 
toward  lend-lease  and  toward  all  the  rest 
of  the  foreign  lending  is  one  of  scattering 
largess  broadcast  throughout  the  world. 
Apparently  we  have  gotten  a  conception 
of  dollars  beyond  all  realities.  We  had 
to  have  a  deficit  because  we  could  not 
possibly  help  it,  but  when  the  war  ends 
we  will  have  to  turn  back  to  the  same 
principle  we  had  before  the  war  of  bal¬ 
ancing  the  Budget.  We  will  have  to  get 
our  ideas  down  from  billions  to  millions, 
and  we  will  have  to  impose  restraints  on 
operations  of  the  kind  involved  here, 
which  are  provided  for  in  language  which 
contradicts  itself  and  which  I  think  de¬ 
feats  its  own  ends  in  this  measure.  We 
should  get  back  to  specific  limitations  on 
the  character  of  loans  which  can  be  made 
and  specific  limitations  on  the  amount  of 
money  which  can  be  authorized  for  these 
various  projects. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Morse  in  the  Chair) .  The  question  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  On  that  question  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  we  could  fix  an  early  hour  to¬ 
morrow  for  a  vote  on  the  lend-lease  bill 
and  all  amendments  thereto. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  would  object  to  fixing 
an  hour  for  a  vote.  I  should  be  willing 
to  have  debate  limited  fairly  drastically, 
to  15  or  20  minutes  to  each  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  Senator  from  Texas  has  in  mind 
about  resuming  the  executive  session  im¬ 
mediately  on  our  meeting  tomorrow.  I 
do  think  it  is  important  that  we  dispose 
of  the  pending  bill  if  we  can  do  so  with¬ 
out  too  much  delay. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  during 
the  further  consideration  of  the  pending 
lend-lease  bill  no  Senator  shall  speak 
more  than  once  or  longer  than  15  min¬ 
utes  on  the  bill  or  any  amendment 
thereto. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Reserving  the  right  to  ob¬ 
ject,  does  the  suggestion  mean  an  over¬ 
all  15  minutes? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No;  it  would  mean  30 
minutes  in  one  speech;  that  is,  on  an 


amendment  and  the  bill  the  Senator 
could  speak  30  minutes;  after  he  had 
used  15  minutes  on  an  amendment,  he 
would  have  15  minutes  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAFT.  There  might  be  one  other 
amendment  I  desired  to  offer.  I  may 
wish  to  approach  the  question  from  an¬ 
other  point  of  view.  I  assure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  do  not  intend  to  delay  in  any 
way. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  would 
have  the  right  to  make  one  speech  of 
30  minutes,  which  could  be  made  on  any 
one  amendment  he  wanted  to  offer. 

Mr.  WHITE.  But  he  would  have  15 
minutes  on  any  other  amendment,  as 
well. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  it  is  so  ordered. 

T\  recess  ""T” 

''Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  it  w/s 
made  clear  earlier  in  the  day  that  if  ,we 
redess  until  tomorrow  in  legislative  ses¬ 
sion,  and  then  go  into  executive  session 
tomorrow,  the  24-hour  requirement  of 
the  pule  with  reference  to  the  offering  of 
the  resolution  of  ratification  op  the 
Mexican  Treaty  would  be  complied  with. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  holds  that,  so  far  as  the  executive 
session  ‘^s  concerned,  it  would  b6  a  new 
executive  session. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  serves  the  pur¬ 
pose,  because  we  will  recess  as  in  legisla¬ 
tive  session,  and  then  decide  when  we 
meet  tomorrow  whether  we  will  finish 
the  pending  bill  or  go  into  executive  ses¬ 
sion.  I  hope  we  can  finish  the  con¬ 
sideration  oh  the  pending  bill  in  a  very 
short  time. 

There  are  no  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar,  therefore  I  move 
that  the  Senate  take  a  recess  until  12 
o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  w^is  agreed  to;  and  (at  5 
o’clock  p.  m.)  the  Senate  took  a  recess 
until  tomorrow,  Tuesday,  April  10,  1945, 
at  12  o’clock  meridian. 

* - r-T - 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  April  9  (legislative  day  of  March 
16),  1945:  \ 

United  States  Public  .  Health  Service 

The  following-named  candidates  for  ap¬ 
pointment  in  the  Regular  Corps  of  the 
United  States  Public  Health  Service : 

Willard  H.  Wright  to  be  senior  scientist, 
effective  date  of  oath  of  offidp. 

Dean  A.  Clark  to  be  surgeop,  effective  date 
of  oath  of  office. 

Maurice  LeBosquet,  Jr.,  to  be  sanitary  en¬ 
gineer,  effective  date  of  oath  of'  office. 

Temporary  Appointments  in  tjie  Army  op 
the  United  States  1 

TO  BE  MAJOR  GENERAL 

Brig.  Gen.  Benjamin  Wiley  Childpw  (major, 
Air  Corps;  temporary  lieutenant  colonel,  Air 
Corps;  temporary  colonel.  Army  of  the  United 
States,  Air  Corps),  Army  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  Marine  Corps 

Brig.,Gen.  Claude  A.  Larkin  to  be  a  major 
general  in  the  Marine  Corps,  for  temporary 
service,  from  the  1st  day  of  April  1945. 

Brig.  Gen.  William  P.  T.  Hill  to  be  a  major 
general  in  the  Marine  Corps,  for  temporary 
service,  from  the  1st  day  of  April  1945. 

Col.  Ivan  W.  Miller  to  be  a  brigadier  gen¬ 
eral  in  the  Marine  Corps,  for  temporary  serv¬ 
ice,  from  the  21st  day  of  January  1945. 


House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  12  o'clock  noon,  and 
was  called  to  order  by  the  Speaker. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  James  Shera 
Montgomery,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer:  \ 

Most  holy  Father,  whose  spirit  broods 
over  the  hearts  of  men,  fill  our  souls  with 
the  freedom  of  the  children  of  God. 
“Blessed  is  the  man  who  walketh  not  in 
the  counsel  of  the  ungodly,  nor  standeth 
in  the  way  of  sinners,  nor  sitteth  in  the 
seat  of  the  scornful,  but  his  delight  is  in 
the  law  of  the  Lord  and  in  His  law  doth 
he  meditate  day  and  night.  For  the  Lord 
knoweth  the  way  of  the  righteous,  but 
the  way  of  the  ungodly  shall  perish.” 
We  praise  Thee  for  the  disclosure  of  the 
divine  teaching;  write  it  in  our  hearts, 
O  Lord.  When  we  are  faint,  Thy  healing 
balm  is  near.  When  we  are  weary  and 
stumble.  Thy  staff  gives  support.  We 
pray  Thee  to  keep  us  constant  in  our 
labors  and  manly  in  our  bearing  toward 
one  another.  Thou  who  hast  given  us 
home  and  country,  all  that  the  human 
soul  should  ask,  may  we  use  our  blessings, 
not  for  self-aggrandizement  but  for  the 
light  and  inspiration  of  others;  and  help 
us  to  apprehend  more  fully  the  eternal 
love  of  the  infinite  heart  of  our  Heavenly 
Father.  In  the  name  of  the  Teacher  of 
Nazareth.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
Thursday,  April  5,  was  read  and  ap¬ 
proved. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  to  make  an  announcement. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COOPER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire 
to  announce  that  I  am  informed  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  is  not  yet  ready 
to  report  an  appropriation  bill.  In  view 
of  this  situation,  there  will  be  no  legisla¬ 
tive  program  for  this  week. 

I  therefor  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  House  adjourns  today  it  ad¬ 
journ  to  meet  on  Thursday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Y 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  my  col¬ 
league  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Howell]  be  permitted  to  extend  his  own 
remarks  in  the  Record  concerning  our 
late  colleague,  Judge  Heidinger,  of  Illi¬ 
nois,  and  include  therein  an  editorial. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

HOG  PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  farm¬ 
ers  of  Iowa  are  leaders  in  producing  food 
for  the  Nation  and  our  armed  forces. 
Just  now  they  are  vitally  concerned  about 
our  food  production  program  as  it  re¬ 
lates  to  the  production  of  hogs.  Congress 
and  the  country  should  know  that  hog 
production  and  hog  marketing  thus  far 
this  year  are  far  below  the  requirements 
of  our  war  food  production  program  and 
that  the  situation  is  not  likely  to  improve 
in  1946  unless  the  $13.75  floor  price  on 
hogs  is  restored  without  further  delay. 

Many  reasons  are  being  advanced  for 
the  lower  production  of  hogs  this  year. 
One  of  the  chief  reasons  is  the  fact  that 
producers  are  losing  faith  in  their  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Too  many  promises  have  been 
broken  in  the  past  and  the  producer  has 
now  come  to  the  point  where  he  wants 
some  definite  assurances  that  he  is  go¬ 
ing  to  be  protected  in  the  price  of  hogs 
if  he  is  going  to  meet  the  food  produc¬ 
tion  goals.  The  producer  has  not  forgot¬ 
ten  that  he  was  severely  penalized  in  sell¬ 
ing  his  hogs  last  year  when  they  became 
overweight  and  he  does  not  intend  to  be 
caught  that  way  again.  The  unfair 
'  treatment  afforded  him  simply  made  him 
turn  away  from  hog  production  to  other 
farm  activities  which  gave  him  more  as¬ 
surance  for  the  future. 

To  make  matters  worse,  at  the  very 
time  the  hog  producer  was  battling  with 
this  marketing  problem,  the  floor  price 
on  hogs  was  reduced  to  $12.50  per 
hundredweight  and  limited  to  200  to  240 
pound  barrows  and  gilts.  Not  being  sat¬ 
isfied  with  penalizing  the  hog  producer 
on  weights,  the  bureaucratic  professors 
in  Washington  took  a  dollar  and  a 
quarter  off  of  the  floor  price  and  in  so 
doing  completely  demoralized  the  hog 
market.  Little  wonder  then  that  the  hog 
producer  does  not  know  which  way  to 
turn  at  the  present  time.  He  is  intensely 
patriotic  and  wants  to  do  his  full  part  in 
producing  the  food  needed  to  win  the 
war.  On  the  other  hand  he  is  entitled 
to  know  what  kind  of  treatment  he  is 
going  to  be  given  by  his  Government  if 
he  continues  to  produce  the  hogs  which 
he  is  expected  to  produce.  He  cannot  be 
blamed  for  curtailing  his  hog  production 


in  the  light  of  his  past  unpleasant  ex¬ 
perience. 

Our  farmers  are  not  asking  .for  an 
unrestricted  chance  to  get  rich  during 
the  war  emergency.  Very  few  are  ask¬ 
ing  for  a  subsidy,  although  there  is  much 
logic  in  their  contention  that  if  the  meat 
packer  is  given  a  subsidy,  similar  treat¬ 
ment  should  be  afforded  the  hog  pro¬ 
ducer.  Certainly  if  hog  production 
needs  to  be  encouraged  by  a  subsidy,  it 
should  go  direct  to  the  producer  and  not 
to  the  processor. 

In  the  last  analysis^  if  we  are  to  have 
a  large  production  of  meat  in  the  form 
of  pork,  the  old  floor  price  of  $13.75  per 
hundredweight — Chicago  basis — must  be 
restored  and  all  weight  limits  must  be 
removed.  In  view  of  increased  labor 
costs,  higher  cost  of  feed,  and  the  short¬ 
age  of  manpower  on  the  farm,  the  hog 
producer  can  see  no  future  for  himself 
unless  he  is  granted  an  assurance  of  at 
least  a  $13.75  floor.  He  then  will  know 
exactly  what  to  look  forward  to  in  the 
months  that  lie  ahead.  Not  only  should 
he  be  protected  now  but  he  should  have 
the  further  assurance  that  he  will  have 
some  protection  during  the  readjustment 
period  following  the  war.  In  any  event, 
he  should  be  assured  of  the  $13.75  price 
for  at  least  another  year,  preferably 
until  December  1946. 

Even  the  floor  is  advanced  to  $13.75 
at  the  present  time,  it  will  do  little  to 
stimulate  any  larger  hog  production  this 
spring,  but  it  will  induce  a  larger  fall  pig 
crop.  Therefore,  time  is  of  the  essence 
if  we  are  to  have  a  larger  production  in 
the  months  ahead.  The  producer  must 
of  necessity  plan  immediately  for  breed¬ 
ing  of  sows  for  fall  farrowing,  so  there 
must  be  no  delay.  It  is  generally  agreed 
throughout  the  hog-producing  territory 
that  maintenance  of  the  present  floor 
price  of  $12.50  per  hundredweight — Chi¬ 
cago  basis — on  good  to  choice  200-270- 
pound  butchers  will  result  in  a  smaller 
fall  pig  crop,  but  that  a  raise  in  the  floor 
price  to  $13.75  without  weight  limit  will 
greatly  encourage  production. 

Our  farmers  and  hog  producers  are 
ready  to  go  forward  with  the  war  food- 
production  program  of  the  Nation.  Their 
past  record  shows  that  they  have  never 
shirked  their  responsibilities.  All  they 
ask  is  fair  treatment  at  the  hands  of 
their  Government,  which,  of  course, 
means  common-sense  administration 
from  those  in  Washington  who  are 
charged  with  the  duty  of  food  pro¬ 
duction. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  in  the  Record  and  include  a 
letter. 

Mr.  STEFAN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
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IN  THE  SENATE  0 E  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  9  (legislative  clay,  March  16),  1945 
Ordered  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Proposed  by  Mr.  Taft  to  the  bill  (H.  K.  2013)  to  extend  for 
one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the  defense  of 
the  United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended, 
viz: 

1  On  page  2,  strike  out  all  after  the  word  “reconstruc- 

2  tion”,  in  line  10,  down  to  and  including  the  word  “recon- 

3  struction”  in  line  20.  # 
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SENATE 


1*  LEND-LEASE.  Passed  without  amendment  H.RJ2013,  to  extend  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for 
1  year  (op.  3285“309)*  This  hill  will  now  he  sent  to  the  President. 

Rejected  amendments  by: 

Sen.  Taft,  Ohio,  (39~4o),  to  strike  out  the 

provision  that  contracts  or  agreements  entered  into  in  accordance 
with  the  Lend-Lease  Act  for  articles,  etc.,  for  prosecution  of  the 
present  war  shall  not  he  deemed  post-war • relief,  rehabilitation, 
or  reconstruction  (pp.  3286-3300 J;  and  by 
Sen..  Langer,  N.Dak. ,  (28-46),  to  provide  that  nothing  contained  in  the 
Lend-Lease  Act  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the  manufacture  for, 

)  or  the  disposition  to,  any  foreign  government,  of  any  machinery, 

implements,  or  equipment  suitable  for  use  on  the  farm  (pp.  3302-8). 

Sens.  Ellcnder,  La.,  and  Barkley,  Ky.,  discussed  cotton-cloth  production 
abroad  and.  the  installation  of  American  machinery  in  foreign  plants  for  this 
purpose  (p.  3293 ) •  Sen.  Langer,  N.Dak.,,  stated  that  "farmers  are  suffering  for 
lack  of  farm  machinery"  (p.  3304). 

. -  . .  •  -  •  ■  ■  •  >..•••  •  V.  .  ,  .  ■  ;  ,  ,,  .\  .  ..  ■  ■;  -t -  ••  .  f 

2.  'SELECTIVE  SERVICE;  FARM  LABOR.  Sen.  Willis,.  Ind. ,  submit tedaBffl.  amendment  to 

H.R.  2656.  (to  extend  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  for  one-year)  which 
would  reaffirm  the  Tydings  farm-labor  deferment  amendment  and  which  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  discharge  from  the  armed  services  of  farm  laborers  who  had  been  in¬ 
ducted  since  Jan.  1,  1945  (p*  3284). 

Sen.  Gurney,  S.  Dak.,  stated  that  thg  Military  Affairs  Committee  had  "this 
morning  reported  a  bill  concerning  farm  deferments 'about  as  it  appoarod  in., .  ~ 
the  manpower  bill"  (no  report  no tod  in  the  Record, however)  (p*  3285/ • 

3*  EXPORTS.  Sen.  Butler,  Nebr.,  inserted  Lou  Schneider’s  article  relative  to  trade 
agreements  among  certain  European  countries  which  would  ban  U.  S.  exports 

(5. 3309).  .  ... 


-  2  - 


NOT  IN'  SESSION, 


Next  meeting  Thurs.,  Apr.  12 


ITEMS  IN  APPENDIX 


4.  PULL-EMPLOYMENT  BUDGET.  Sen.  Murray,  Mont.,  inserted  several  editorials  des¬ 
cribing  the  full-employment  "bills  and  Dr.  Milton  Gilbert *s  (Bureau  of  Foreign* 
and  Domestic  Commerce)  article  on  national  income  (pp.  3309“d5)»  / 


'HOUSING.  Sen\  Wagner, .Ni  Y.J 'inserted  a 
'  "ftfCgram  (pp.  A1S22-4) . ........ 


‘7« 


MISSOURI \ALLEY  AUTHORITY.  Sen.  Murray,  Mont.,  inserted  Jerome/Walsh’ s  address 
favoring  ‘the  establishment  of  an  MVA  (pp.  A1817-20). 

'  -  / 

radio  forum  "oh  they"  national  housing 

••  .  *  -A*  k 

- . / . 

x  ___  , _ ,  / . . 

"SURPLUS  PROPERTY.  S.  g^Sj-'by  Sen.  O' Daniel,  Tex.,  to ’]5dfifiit  "direct  "  Sales  Of 
surplus  property  consisting  of  vehicles  and  small  machinery  to  veterans  for 
their  use  in  earning  a 'livelihood,  and  to  give  veterans  a  preference  for  10 
days  in  the  purchase  of  huch  property;  and 

S*  £>59 >  to  permit  dihpct  sales  of  surplus  property  consisting  of  vehicles^ 
and  small  machinery  to  farriers  for  their  us^  in  earning  a  livelihood,  and  to 
give  farmers  a  preference  foihlO  days  in  the  purchase  of  such  property.  To 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  department  s*  Committee,  (p.  32£>4.) , 

\  /  1 

MOTION  PICTURES.  H.R.  2S57>  "by  Rep,.  ^oc4,  Pa.  (Apr.  9)5  establishing  a  National 
Library  of  Motion  Pictures,  provides  for  the  transfer  of  all  functions,  povers, 
duties,  and  property  of  any  U.  S.  agency  relating  to  the  production  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  motion-picture  films  to  the  library  and  for  the  distribution  of  films 
to  schools,  governmental,  farm,  and  othhp  organizations  free  of  charge.  To 
Library  Committee. 

/  -  \  > iMm 


9.  VETERANS.  S.  S55  and  S. 


S5b. 


For  supplemental  inf or mat  ion/ and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to,  call 
Ext.  4654,  or  send  to  Room/112  Adm.  Arrangements  may  be  made  to  be  kept  advised, 

routinely*,’  of  developments  on  any  particular  bill.' 

/  \  ■■ 


ITEM  IN  FEDERAL  REGISTER  April  10,  1945 


10.  FLAG  DISPLAY)/  President^  Proclamation  26|45,  directing  Government  officials  to 
display  tl y6  flag  on  all  Government  buildings  on  May  22,  1945,  National  Mari¬ 
time  Day/fp.  3793)* 


COMMITTEE— HEARINGS  ANNOUNCEMENTS  for  Apr.  11:  'S.  Agriculture',  food  invest 
S.  Ap^opriatiohs,  agricultural  bill,  (ex.);  H.  Foreign  Affairs,  lend-lease 
sioiv;  •  -  ►  «<  • 
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Honorably  discharged  from  the  service. 
Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  prevent  any  person  so  discharged 
frqm  being  subsequently  reinducted  into  Vhe 
lan^i  or  naval  forces,  if  such  person  at  any 
timjp  after  his  discharge  ceases  to  be  eligible 
for  deferment  under  section  5  (k)  of? the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940, 
as  amended.” 

Mr,  GURNEY.  Mr.  President,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  amendment  I  wish  to 
inform  the  Senate,  especially  the  Senator 
from  Indiana,  that  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  this  morning  reported  a 
bill  with  the  language  concerning  farm 
deferments  about  as  it  appeared  in  one 
section  of  the  manpower  bill.  In  other 
words,  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
this  morning  gave  favorable  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  question  just  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Indiana,  and  reported  to 
the  Senate  today  a  House  bill,  with  a 
change  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House 
incorporating  the  language  of  the  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  manpower  bill  as  it  was  agreed 
to  in  conference. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
aware  of  the  action  taken'  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Military  Affairs,  but  the  meas- 
ture  to  which  the  Senator  refers  is  a 
separate  bill,  and  will  require  passage  by 
both  Houses  of  Congress,  and,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  the  signature  of  the  President, 
before  it  may  become  effective.  Is  not 
that  correct? 

Mr.  GURNEY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Therefore  I  am  offering 
this  amendment,  which  contains  the 
same  language,  as  a  part  of  the  bill  to 
extend  the  Selective  Service  Act. 

RADIO  FORUM  ON  NATIONAL  HOUSING 

PROGRAM— ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR 

ELLENDER 

(Mr.  WAGNER  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  by 
Senator  Ellender  and  discussion  on  the  radio 
forum  conducted  by  the  American  Federa¬ 
tion  of  Labor  on  national  housing  program, 
which  appear  in  the  Appendix.] 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  FOR  DOMESTIC  EM¬ 
PLOYEES— ARTICLE  BY  ARTHUR  J. 

ALTMEYER. 

[Mr.  WAGNER  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  ‘‘Social  Security  for  Domestic  Em¬ 
ployees,”  written  by  Arthur  J.  Altmeyer, 
Chairman  of  the  Social  Security  Board,  and 
published  in  the  January  issue  of  the  Social 
Security  Bulletin,  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.] 

MUST  10,000,000  AMERICANS  STAY 

POOR  ? — -ARTICLE  BY  SENATOR  PEPPER 

[Mr.  PEPPER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Must  10,000,000  Americans  Stay 
Poor?”  written  by  him  and  published  in  the 
Magazine  Digest  for  May  1945,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

POLICE  CAR  CONSERVATION  AND  SAFETY 
PROGRAM 

[Mr.  BARKLEY  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
on  the  subject  Police  Car  Conservation  and 
Safety  Program,  issued  by  the  Automotive 
Safety  Foundation  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

CONTINUATION  OF  PAY  OF  MEMBERS  OF 

ARMED  FORCES  FOR  12  MONTHS  FOL¬ 
LOWING  DISCHARGE 

Mr.  GUFFEY.  Mr.  President,  on 
March  6,  1945,  I  introduced  Senate  bill 


0175,  to  provide  that  all  service  men  and 
Women  on  honorable  discharge  from  the 
aimed  forces  of  the  United  States  shall 
be,  entitled  to  1  year’s  pay  at  regular 
mqnthly  periods  as  a  means  to  enable 
the  veterans  of  this  war  to  make  their 
personal  readjustments  to  post-war  eco¬ 
nomic  conditions. 

This  bill  will  in  no  way  affect  the  exist¬ 
ing  law  as  to  mustering-out  allowances, 
nor  will  it  supplant  any  of  the  provisions 
of  the  so-called  G.  I.  bill  of  rights  or 
other  measures  enacted  for  the  -benefit 
of  veterans  of  World  War  No.  2. 

This  proposal,  which  incidentally  has 
received  the  unanimous  approval  of  the 
Pennsylvania  State  Senate — Democrats 
and  Repqblicans  alike— and  v/hich  is  now 
in  the  course  of  receiving  the  approval 
of  the  Pennsylvania  State  Assembly,  is 
designed  to  serve  as  a  bridge  between  the 
present  period  of  wartime  employment  in 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
and  the  coming  period  of  full  post-war 
employment. 

Every  Member  of  this  body  knows  that 
full  American  post-war  employment  is  a 
political,  social,  and  economic  necessity 
for  the  United  States  and  for  the  world. 

That  is  because,  without  full  American 
production  in  the  post-war  period  not 
only  this  country,  but  the  rest  of  the 
world  will  fall  into  chaos. 

Here  alone  on  the  face  of  the  world 
are  the  industrial  resources,  unimpaired 
and  manned  by  trained  labor,  with  which 
to  meet  the  demand  for  civilian  goods 
of  every  kind  needed  for  the  world’s  re¬ 
construction  and  rehabilitation. 

If  those  civilian  goods  are  not  pro¬ 
duced,  the  rest  of  the  world  will  literally 
face  economic  catastrophe  and  social 
chaos,  with  political  repercussions  which 
might  well  nullify  the  victory  of  the 
United  Nations  in  this  war  against  the 
Axis. 

Full  American  production  can  only  be 
made  possible  only  by  full  American  em¬ 
ployment.  Certainly  I  cannot  see  the 
Congress  or  public  opinion  permitting 
the  mass  export  of  American  goods  and 
services  if  the  American  people  them¬ 
selves  are  unemployed  and  in  need  of 
relief.  From  the  point  of  view  of  just, 
intelligent  selfishness,  full  employment 
is  necessary  to  protect  the  people  and  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States.  If  we 
have  mass  unemployment  after  V-E  day, 
the  American  people  will  be  forced  to 
turn  their  V  bonds 'into  the  Treasury 
for  cash  with  which  to  pay  their  bills 
and  meet  their  living  expenses. 

The  average  American  has  not  made 
money  during  this  war.  He  has  merely 
made  a  living,  and  he  has  turned  his 
small  savings  into  War  bonds  which  are 
payable  on  demand  at  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States.  If  he  loses  his  job, 
he  will  have  no  choice.  Fie  must  cash  his 
War  bonds.  You  and  I  know  very  well 
what  that  would  do  to  the  Treasury  and 
to  the  public  welfare.  It  would  compel 
the  Treasury  to  borrow  further  from  the 
banks  billions  of  dollars,  and  the  release 
of  those  billions  into  circulaton  would 
create  a  condition  of  inflation  that  would 
raise  prices  cruelly,  while  misery  itself 
rfemained  unabated. 

It  would  indeed  be  unfortunate  if  our 
people  were  given  grounds  for  the  belief 


3285 

that  only  war  brings  real  prosperity,  and 
lleace  the  return  of  mass-misery,  mass- 
poverty,  and  mass-unemployment,  such 
a%  ravaged  our  people  in  the  years  of 
depression. 

One  thing  more  should  be  mentioned 
in  connection  with  my  bill.  That  is  that 
this  ■  measure  is  absolutely  opposed  to 
paternalism.  It  gives  to  the  individual 
veteran  a  chance  to  plan  his  own  post¬ 
war  career,  a  chance  to  make  his  own 
post-war  readjustments. 

It  does  so  without  referring  him  to  any 
Federal  bureau,  groups  of  social  workers, 
psychoanalysts,  or  bureaucrats,  either 
State  or  national;  and  without  submit¬ 
ting  his  plans  and  hopes  to  the  will  of 
any  political  planners.  In  other  words, 
let  the  veterans  do  their  own  planning, 
and  let  us  be  content  with  making  the 
arrangements  by  which  they  can  do  that 
planning. 

.  We  know  that  we  must  have  full  em¬ 
ployment  if  we  are  to  avoid  trouble  at 
home.  We  know  that  we  must  have  full 
production  if  the  war-torn  areas  of  the 
world  are  to  escape  chaos,  catastrophe 
and  social  revolution,  v/hich  will  affect 
also  our  own  people. 

We  trusted  our  boys  to  take  north 
Africa,  and  they  took  it. 

We  trusted  our  boys  to  take  Guadal¬ 
canal,  and  they  took  it. 

We  trusted  our  boys  to  invade  France, 
and  they  invaded  France. 

We  trusted  our  boys  to  liberate  the 
Philippines,  and  they  liberated  the  Phil¬ 
ippines. 

We  trusted  our  boys  to  take  Iwo  Jima, 
and  they  took  Iwo  Jima. 

We  trusted  our  boys  to  cross  the  Rhine, 
and  they  crossed  the  Rhine. 

We  trust  our  boys  finally  to  take  Ber¬ 
lin  and  Tokyo  and  to  end  once  and  for 
all  the  threat  of  Axis  slavery  in  the 
world. 

We  should  trust  our  boys  to  make  their 
own  post-war  plans  and  readjustments, 
to  make  peace  more  prosperous  than 
war,  and  to  make  their  return  happier 
than  their  departure. 

It  is  my  intention  to  ask  hearings  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  Military  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee  on  this  proposal  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  individual  servicemen 
themselves  the  choice  of  how  they  in¬ 
tend  to  do  this.  It  is  my  firm  belief  that 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
should  not  attempt  to  regulate  or  even 
to  define  the  details  of  what  the  vet¬ 
erans  decide  to  do  when  they  come  home 
from  this  war. 

Let  service  men  and  women  decide 
what  they  want  to  do  in  the  reconversion 
period.  Give  them  as  their  due,  a  year’s 
pay  in  regular  monthly  installments, 
and  let  them  do  the  deciding.  This  is 
their  country.  They  fought  for  it.  They 
saved  it  for  all  of  us. 

My  bill  is  a  simple,  practical  proposal 
to  bring  them  back  to  it,  on  their  own 
terms,  and  not  on  ours,  and  to  permit 
them  to  make  their  own  world. 

EXTENSION  OF  LEND-LEASE 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  to  extend  for  a 
period  of  1  year  an  act  to  promote  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  approved 
March  11,  1941,  as  amended. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft],  which  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  It  is  proposed  on 
page  2,  line  10,  after  the  word  “recon¬ 
struction”,  to  strike  out  the  semicolon 
and  the  words  “Except  that  a  contract  or 
agreement  entered  into  in  accordance 
with  this  act  in  which  the  United  States 
undertakes  to  furnish  to  a  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  defense  articles,  services,  or  in¬ 
formation  for  use  in  the  prosecution  of 
the  present  war  and  which  provides  for 
the  disposition,  on  terms  and  conditions 
of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President,  of 
any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or  in¬ 
formation  after  the  President  determines 
they  are  no  longer  necessary  for  use  by 
such  government  in  promoting  the  de¬ 
fense  of  the  United  States  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  for  post-war  relief,  post¬ 
war  rehabilitation  or  post-war  recon¬ 
struction,”  and  insert  a  period. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  yesterday  I 
offered  the  amendment  which  has  just 
been  stated,  and  spoke  at  some  length 
on  it.  I  shall  briefly  review  what  the 
question  is. 

My  proposal  is  to  strike  out  on  page  2 
all  of  the  second  part  of  the  proviso. 
The  proviso  reads: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  section 
3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  post-war  reconstruction. 

I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not  say 
“period”  at  that  point.  That  is  the  prin¬ 
ciple  upon  which  the  Congress  has 
agreed,  it  was  the  principle  contained  in 
the  Lend-Lease  Act,  it  was  the  principle 
to  which,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  every  Sen¬ 
ator  on  this  floor  agrees,  that  nothing 
shall  authorize  the  President  to  use  the 
lend-lease  arrangement  for  entering 
into  a  contract  or  agreement  with  a  for¬ 
eign  government  for  post-war  relief, 
post-war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  re¬ 
construction. 

It  is  proposed  that  there  be  an  excep¬ 
tion.  This  is  the  language: 

Except  that  a  contract  or  agreement  en¬ 
tered  into  in  accordance  with  this  act  in 
which  the  United  States  undertakes  to  furn¬ 
ish  to  a  foreign  government  defense  articles, 
services,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  present  war  and  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President, 
of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or  in¬ 
formation  after  the  President  determines 
they  are  no  longer  necessary  for  use  by  such 
government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the 
United  States  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for 
post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilitation,  or 
post-war  reconstruction. 

All  that  has  to  be  done  in  order  to 
nullify  the  first  part  of  the  proviso  is  for 
the  President  to  act  under  the  provision 
that  when  he  finds  the  articles  are  no 
longer  necessary,  he  may  sell  them  to 
the  other  government  on  credit.  All  he 
has  to  do  is  to  insert  that  provision  in  a 
lend-lease  contract,  and  the  first  sen¬ 
tence,  namely  “that  nothing  in  section 
3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any 
contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign 


government  for  post-war  relief,  post-war 
rehabilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruc¬ 
tion”  is  immediately  nullified. 

Not  only  that,  Mr.  President,  but  such 
action  has  been  actually  taken  in  the 
French  agreement.  Under  the  French 
agreement  our  Government  is  to  give  two 
and  a  half  billion  dollars  to  France,  in 
the  way  of  supplies,  which  have  no  di¬ 
rect  connection  with  the  operation  of  the 
war,  but  are  primarily  for  civilian  relief 
and  rehabilitation  and  for  the  rehabili¬ 
tation  of  the  French  railroads,  which  no 
doubt  would  be  useful  if  the  war  were  still 
in  progress  in  Europe  12  months  from 
this  time,  but  obviously  not  useful  for 
any  immediate  purposes. 

We  have  built  up  our  own  railroads  in 
France,  and  are  transporting  the  sup¬ 
plies  to  the  front  ourselves.  We  do  not 
need  a  great  many  French  locomotives 
and  French  cars  for  that  purpose.  We 
have  actually  made  an  agreement  which 
purports  to  cover  materials  for  use  in  the 
war,  and  yet,  obviously,  from  the  very 
circumstances  of  the  case,  particularly 
with  the  German  to  end  in  a  short  time, 
it  is  primarily  a  contract  for  post-war 
relief  and  rehabilitation.  It  is  excepted 
from  the  prohibition  by  the  exception 
under  which,  when  the  war  ends,  the 
President  may  sell  all  the  articles  to  the 
French  on  30  years’  credit.  That  is  sim¬ 
ply  a  nullification  of  the  first  part  of  the 
proviso. 

It  seems  obvious  to  me  that  if  Congress 
means  that  lend-lease  is  not  to  be  used 
for  post-war  relief  and  rehabilitation, 
it  should  say  so  in  clear  terms.  I  have 
yet  to  hear  any  reason  why  the  last  part 
of  the  proviso  should  remain  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  amendment,  I 
ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  support  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

In  fighting  this  war  it  has  been  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Congress  to  delegate  vast 
powers  to  the  Executive  and  to  the 
various  agencies  and  departments  of 
Government  in  order  that  the  resources, 
the  manpower,  and  the  wealth  of  this 
mighty  Nation  might  be  mobilized  to 
prosecute  the  war  on  a  global  scale  never 
before  attempted  in  human  history.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  voted  for  each 
and  every  proposal  delegating  to  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  such  power  as  I  believed  to  be 
justified  by  the  facts  and  the  evidence 
presented,  and  as  being  essential  to  the 
successful  conduct  of  this  terrible  war. 
Nevertheless,  I  have  wherever  -  possible 
insisted  that  the  Congress  should  limit 
the  period  for  which  those  powers  were 
delegated,  and,  insofar  as  I  could  suc¬ 
cessfully  do  so  as  an  individual  Sena¬ 
tor,  I  have  sought  to  insist  that  the  dele¬ 
gation  of  such  powers  should  be  sepa¬ 
rated  and  should  be  terminated  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  war,  or  within  a  reason¬ 
ably  short  time  thereafter. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  taken  this  posi¬ 
tion  because  I  am  convinced,  from  such 
study  as  I  have  been  able  to  give  to  the 
history  of  this  country,  and  to  the  effect 
of  war  upon  the  accretion  of  power  in 
the  executive  arm  of  the  Government, 
that  in  view  of  the  vast  powers  which  we 
have  been  required  to  yield  up  to  the 


Executive  to  enable  him  to  conduct  a  war 
of  the  complexity,  distance,  and  magni¬ 
tude  of  that  now  being  waged,  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  restoration  of  the  balance  of 
power  as  between  the  executive  and  the 
legislative  arm  of  the  Government  is  one 
which  tests  the  ingenuity  and  the 
courage  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  in  Congress  assembled. 

In  supporting  the  proposal  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio,  I  do  not  wish  to 
be  placed  in  the  position  of  saying  in  ad¬ 
vance  that  I  am  not  in  favor  of  this 
mighty  Nation  doing  its  full  share  to 
bring  about,  so  far  as  is  humanly  pos¬ 
sible,  a  revival  of  economic  activity  and 
prosperity  in  the  world.  But,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  convinced  that  unless  the 
amendment  shall  be  adopted  the  Con¬ 
gress  will  be  yielding  up  for  the  post-war 
period  authorization  for  a  program  of 
rehabilitation  which,  save  for  the  one 
control  insofar  as  the  total  amount  of 
appropriations  is  concerned,  is  unlimited 
in  character. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  confidence  that 
a  majority  of  both  Houses  of  Congress 
will  be  generous  in  voting  to  contribute 
to  the  rehabilitation  of  the  post-war 
economies  of  the  nations  which  have 
been  devastated  by  this  horrible  conflict; 
but  the  determination  and  the  policy 
making  should  be  the  primary  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  Congress.  I  say  in  passing 
that  I  do  not  believe  that  the  cause  of 
continuity,  insofar  as  the  policy  of  this 
Government  is  concerned,  toward  eco¬ 
nomic  cooperation  in  the  world  will  be 
served  unless  the  representatives  of  the 
people  make  the  determination  as  to  how 
much  and  as  to  how  far  this  country 
should  go  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  President,  each  generation  as  it 
comes  on  in  a  country  has  a  tendency  to 
think  of  the  Nation  in  terms  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  environment  of  the  preceding 
generation.  The  Creator  lavishly  en¬ 
dowed  the  portion  of  the  North  American 
Continent  which  has  now  come  to  be  the 
United  States  of  America,  insofar  as  its 
natural  resources  are  concerned;  but  in 
the  course  of  the  development  and  ex¬ 
ploitation  of  those  natural  resources  we 
have  followed  a  policy  which  only  in  re¬ 
cent  years  has  been  in  anywise  reversed, 
namely,  a  policy  of  profligate  and  waste¬ 
ful  development  and  exploitation.  The 
natural  resources  of  a  country  are  the 
fundamental  base  which  determines  the 
standard  of  living  and  the  cultural  as 
well  as  the  economic  development  of  its 
people.  I  do  not  believe  that  even  Sena¬ 
tors  and  Representatives  who  have  tried 
to  follow  the  course  of  the  conduct  of 
this  war  have  any  appreciation  of  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  our  natural-resource  base 
has  been  depleted,  to  mention  not  at  all 
the  enormous  indebtedness  which  we 
have  incurred  and  will  continue  to  incur 
before  thfs  war  comes  to  its  conclusion. 

Mr.  President,  the  Congress  should 
have  an  opportunity  to  face  a  complete 
and  comprehensive  schedule  to  determine 
what  this  Nation  is  willing  and  able  to 
do — and  I  emphasize  the  word  “able.” 
We  should  have  a  complete  and  compre¬ 
hensive  statement  of  what  is  proposed 
to  be  the  contribution  of  this  Nation  to 
the  rehabilitation  and  restoration  of  the 
devastated  nations  of  the  world.  We 
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shall  never  obtain  that  from  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  of  the  Government  if  we 
continue  to  enact  legislation  which  per¬ 
mits  that  branch  to  extend  beyond  the 
actual  conduct  of  the  war  exclusive  exec¬ 
utive  control  over  the  commitments 
which  are  to  be  made  so  far  as  rehabili¬ 
tation  and  relief  abroad  are  concerned. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

All  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  does,  as  I  see  it,  is  to  make 
certain  that  when  the  time  comes  for  the 
Congress  to  determine  upon  what  the 
Nation  is  willing  and  able  to  do  as  its  full 
and  generous  contribution  to  the  problem 
of  rehabilitating  the  world,  it  will  force 
the  executive  to  come  back  to  Congress 
and  to  permit  the  policy-making  arm  of 
government,  under  our  Constitution,  to 
discharge  its  responsibility. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land. 

Mr.  TYDINGS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  see  how  anyone  can  take  exception 
to  the  Taft  amendment  or  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin.  We  hear 
it  said  on  all  sides  that  as  soon  as  the  war 
is  over  we  must  recapture  the  powers 
which  have  been  delegated  to  the  execu¬ 
tive  department  and  get  democracy  back 
on  a  firm  footing.  I  cannot  think  of  any 
power  which  has  been  granted  that  is 
wider  in  scope  or  more  quantative  in  its 
riches  than  the  power  of  lend-lease  with¬ 
out  restraint  in  the  post-war  period. 
Consequently  I  think  there  is  an  argu¬ 
ment  to  be  made  to  fortify  the  position 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  to  wit,  that 
whatever  advantage  our  country  may 
enjoy  at  the  peace  table,  whether  it  be  in 
the  idealistic  sphere  or  the  material 
sphere,  ought  not  to  be  given  away  in 
advance.  Therefore,  if  we  say  in  ad¬ 
vance,  “You  may  have  almost  anything 
you  ask  for  which  we  are  able  to  give 
within  reason,”  we  shall  have  lost  a  tre¬ 
mendously  important  psychological 
weapon  at  the  peace  conference. 

Like  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  I 
want  to  be  generous  in  the  post-war  pe¬ 
riod,  but  I  do  not  want  to  sign  a  blank 
check  for  use  after  the  war  is  over.  The 
blank-check  era  ought  to  end  with  the 
cessation  of  hostilities,  and  therefore  we 
ought  to  know  what  we  are  doing  before 
we  give  hostages  to  fortune. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President,  I 
appreciate  the  comments  of  the  able 
Senator  from  Maryland.  We  have  al¬ 
ready  adopted  and  agreed  to  U.  N.  R. 
R.  A.  and  have  made  substantial  appro¬ 
priations  therefor,  and  we  have  made 
Vast  and  staggering  appropriations  for 
lend-lease.  Yet  it  developed  before  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee  that  in 
some  foreign  countries  neither  of  these 
organizations  is  now  able  to  operate. 
Upon  questioning  Mr.  Crowley,  I  was  in¬ 
formed  that  they  are  working  “down¬ 
town,”  as  he  put  it,  on  a  program  to  take 
care  of  that  situation. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  any  Sen¬ 
ator  to  think  that  I  am  saying  the  Sen¬ 
ate  should  adopt  this  amendment  for  the 
purposed  preventing  action  in  this  field. 
I  am,  on  the  contrary,  saying  that  the 
only  way  Congress  is  ever  going  to  obtain 


a  comprehensive  statement  and  recom¬ 
mendation  from  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  to  cover  the  vast  field 
and  the  complex  problems  which  are 
created  by  the  devastation  of  war,  is  to 
take  the  position  that  we  insist  that  this 
policy  must  be  determined  by  the  Con- 
gi-ess,  and  that  file  officials  in  charge 
must  come  back  to  Congress  and  obtain 
authorization  and  authority  for  it. 

One  more  word,  Mr.  President,  and 
then  I  am  done.  May  I  say  that  vast  as 
are  the  resources  of  this  Nation  we  have 
materially  reduced  our  resource  base  in 
the  conduct  of  this  global  war?  The 
capacity  of  the  country  to  discharge  the 
obligations  and  the  desire  which  it  has 
to  do  its  full  share  in  the  post-war  world 
will  be  directly  limited  by  the  extent  to 
which  the  domestic  economy  of  this  vast 
Nation  is  successfully  reconverted  to 
peacetime  activity  and  it  becomes  pos¬ 
sible  to  discharge  whatever  commitments 
we  make,  I  can  think  of  nothing  which 
would  more  seriously  impair  the  future 
foreign  relations  of  the  United  States 
than  for  it  to  become  committed  to  a 
program  which  was  beyond  the  capacity 
of  the  Nation  to  discharge. 

The  only  way  we  can  weigh  that  prob¬ 
lem,  complex  as  it  iS,  is  to  have  it  pre¬ 
sented  in  a  comprehensive  form,  as  the 
Constitution  intended  to  the  policy¬ 
making  arm  of  the  Government,  where  it 
can  be  reviewed  in  its  entirety,  instead 
of  having  it  proposed  by  a  number  of 
different  executive  agencies  piecemeal, 
each,  perhaps,  working  on  it  independ¬ 
ently. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  will 
be  adopted.  I  wish  also,  in  conclusion, 
to  make  it  clear  that  nothing  I  may  have 
said  is  to  be  taken  nor  is  my  vote  to  be 
taken,  as  indicating  any  lack  of  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  present  Administrator  of 
the  F.  E.1  A. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  lend-lease  extension  goes  deep  into 
the  heart  of  our  future  foreign  policy, 
United  Nations  war  plans,  and  our  do¬ 
mestic  program. 

I  was  one  of  those  who,  prior  to  Pearl 
Harbor,  voted  against  the  establishment 
of  the  lend-lease  program.  On  March 
24,  1941,  I  stated: 

I  have  every  sympathy  with  the  objectives 
which  this  (lend-lease)  appropriation  may 
further. 

However,  my  conscience  required  that 
I  vote  against  the  pre-Pearl  Harbor  lend- 
lease  appropriation,  even  though,  as  I 
stated: 

I  realize  that  this  appropriation  measure 
will  pass.  I  realize  also  that  there  will  be 
further  requests  for  billions  and  that  Con¬ 
gress  is  liable  to  make  these  appropriations 
without  any  hesitancy  and  with  compara¬ 
tively  little  thought  unless  the  people  of 
this  country  wake  up. 

My  reasons  for  voting  against  lend- 
lease  at  that  time  were  stated  as  follows : 

1.  As  a  protest  against  the  President’s  fail¬ 
ure  to  inform  Congress  what  steps  he  is  tak¬ 
ing  to  secure  collateral  security  for  the  people. 

2.  Because  I  believe  that  the  appropriation 
is  not  backed  up  by  a  realistic  tax  program. 

3.  Because  of  the  utter  lack  of  any  dis¬ 
position  on  the  part  of  the  administration 
to  cut  down  on  nondefense  items. 


4.  As  a  protest  against  the  laxity,  yes,  in 
some  instances  criminal  negligence,  of  the 
administration  in  handling  the  people’s 
money. 

5.  Because  the  power  of  the  Congress  with 
reference  to  appropriations  and  other  mat¬ 
ters  has  become  synonymous  with  the  "must” 
requests  or  dictates  of  the  Chief  Executive. 

6.  Because  billions  of  dollars  do  not  grow 
on  berry  bushes. 

The  reasons  which  I  advanced  have 
stood  the  test  of  time.  However,  Decem¬ 
ber  7,  1941,  came  and  with  it  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor.  Like  many  of  my  colleagues,  I  will¬ 
ingly  overlooked  the  aforementioned 
compelling  reasons  and  therefore  con¬ 
sistently  voted  for  every  cent  of  lend- 
lease  money  requested  of  Congress  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  the  war. 

Today  the  matter  of  lend-lease  exten¬ 
sion  again  faces  us.  Again  there  are 
many  dangers  implicit  in  this  situation. 
Some  of  these  dangers  are  new,  some  are 
the  same  that  I  originally  stated  4  years 
ago. 

What  are  they?  They  are: 

First.  We  may  by  premature  termina¬ 
tion  of  lend-lease  weaken  the  ability  of 
our  allies  to  render  us  real  assistance  in 
the  elimination  of  the  German  foe  and 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  war  effort  in 
the  Pacific. 

Second.  We  may,  by  making  financial 
commitments  abroad  in  no  fewer  than 
nine  separate  categories,  such  as  through 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.,  through  direct  credits, 
through  the  Export-Import  Bank, 
through  lend-lease,  and  so  forth,  indulge 
in  the  same  folly  of  duplicating,  con¬ 
flicting,  and  overlapping  effort  that  we 
have  so  disastrously  indulged  in  on  the 
home  front  throughout  the  period  of  the 
present  administration. 

Third.  We  may  be  continuing  the 
dangerous,  strictly  wartime  system  of 
blanket  authorizations  to  the  Chief  Ex¬ 
ecutive. 

Fourth.  We  may  be  building  up  for¬ 
eign  nations  for  an  awful  let-down  by 
making-  greater  promises  than  the 
United  States,  with  its  limited  and  al¬ 
ready  greatly  extended  resources,  can 
fulfill. 

Fifth.  We  may  by  reckless  spending 
be  courting  our  own  financial  insolvency. 

Sixth.  WTe  may  be  attempting  to  spoon 
feed  particular  nations  and  thus  abuse 
their  inherent  pride  and  self-respect  and 
inevitably  bring  down  upon  our  own 
heads  their  wrath  and  indignation. 

Seventh.  We  may,  by  an  over-abrupt 
termination  of  our  lend-lease  contracts, 
cause  a  profound. dislocation  of  our  in¬ 
ternal  economy.  I  wish  to  stress  this 
point,  because  I  shall  have  something  to 
say  about  it  in  relation  to  Mr.  Crowley’s 
comments. 

Eighth.  We  may,  by  an  arbitrary  re¬ 
organization  of  our  foreign-aid  instru¬ 
mentalities,  take  away  from  the  hands 
of  practical  and  experienced  men  the  job 
of  administering  our  foreign-aid  pro¬ 
gram. 

I  believe  these  dangers  can  be  met  in 
the  following  manner: 

First.  We  must  help  our  allies  to 
render  us  real  assistance  in  achieving  vic¬ 
tory  in  the  west  and  in  the  Far  East. 

Second.  We  must  receive  from  the 
Chief  Executive  a  total,  coherent  picture 
of  all  the  instrumentalities  by  which 
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America  will  be  extending  foreign  aid. 
Such  a  picture  must  define  in  a  clear-cut 
and  precise  manner  the  projected 
amounts  of  revenue  required  from 
America,  the  sources  of  such  revenue,  the 
uses  of  such  revenue,  the  time  periods 
involved,  and  so  forth. 

Third.  We  must  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment  restore  our  American  system  of 
checks  and  balances  and  establish  all 
our  foreign  aid  upon  the  basis  of  specific 
congressional  authorization  of  money. 

Fourth.  We  must  make  abundantly 
clear  to  the  foreign  nations  the  true  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  we  intend  and  are  capable 
of  aiding  them  in  order  that  they  may 
proceed  with  their  own  plans  on  the 
soundest  possible  basis,  and  may  not 
come  to  expect  more  than  we  can  fulfill. 

Fifth.  We  must  establish  our  own 
domestic  and  foreign  financial  system 
upon  the  most  solvent  of  bases,  and  must 
take  into  account  the  true  financial 
abilities  of  foreign  nations. 

Sixth.  We  must  help  our  allies  to  help 
themselves  and  to  have  their  problem 
solved  through  their  own  efforts  in  order 
that  they  may  maintain  their  own  pride 
and  self-respect. 

Seventh.  In  planning  for  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  lend-lease  contracts  we  must  be 
certain  that  we  are  not  putting  our  own 
Government  or  our  own  private  contrac¬ 
tors  out  on  a  limb.  As  promised  to  us  by 
Mr.  Leo  Crowley,  we  will  have  the  option 
to  cancel  unfulfilled  lend-lease  contracts 
at  the  time  of  cessation  of  European 
hostilities.  We  must  be  able  to  deal  on 
an  equitable  basis  without  domestic 
manufacturers  with  whom  we  have  made 
lend-lease  contracts. 

Eighth.  We  must  keep  the  business  of 
foreign  aid  in  the  hands  of  men  who 
have  proven  their  practical  ability  to 
discharge  their  responsibilities  in  the 
manner  the  Congress  decides  and  de¬ 
mands. 

These,  then,  are  the  issues  and  the 
suggested  means  by  which  we  may  effec¬ 
tively  face  those  issues. 

Mr.  President,  since  Pearl  Harbor  I 
have,  as  I  have  stated,  considered  lend- 
lease  as  a  great  war  instrumentality. 
Since  that  time  I  have  supported  every 
extension  of  lend-lease.  It  places,  and 
it  has  placed,  in  the  hands  of  Govern¬ 
ment  tools  with  which  it  can  act  quickly 
and  efficiently  without  the  need  of  going 
through  the  legislative  process.  Nations 
at  war  cannot  stop  to  deliberate.  They 
must  act  quickly;  they  must  have  the 
tools,  the  means,  the  money,  the  men,  the 
power.  Lend-lease  makes  it  possible  for 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
to  take  effectively  any  and  all  measures 
necessary  to  the  effective  prosecution  of 
the  war.  In  other  words,  for  the  war 
period  lend-lease  does  away  with  the 
checks  and  balances  which  it  is  so  im¬ 
portant  to  maintain  and  retain  in  peace¬ 
time,  lest  liberty  itself  be  jeopardized. 

We  are  told  that  the  war  in  Europe 
will  soon  be  over.  How  long  it  will  be,  I 
do  not  know  and  I  think  no  one  knows. 
The  question  before  the  Senate  is 
whether,  we  should  make  it  possible  for 
the  Executive  in  the  liquidation  of  lend- 
lease  contracts  to  exercise,  after  the  war 
in  Europe  is  over,  lend-lease  powers 
which  will  operate  indirectly  in  the  re¬ 
habilitation  of  the  devastated  countries 


of  Europe,  or  whether  Congress  should 
insist  that  in  the  rehabilitation  of  such 
European  countries  it  should  act  spe¬ 
cifically  upon  the  money  needs  or  loans 
for  each. 

That  matter  was  discussed  in  commit¬ 
tee,  and  assurance  was  given  by  Mr. 
Crowley  that  the  moment  the  war  ter¬ 
minated  no  more  contracts  would  be 
made  for  lend-lease.  He  recognized,  he 
said,  that  lend-lease  was  a  war  measure, 
not  a  peacetime  measure.  He  also 
brought  out  clearly  that  under  the  sO- 
called  3  (c)  contracts  which  have  been 
mentioned  in  the  Senate,  such  as  the  one 
with  France,  if  we  pass  the  pending  lend- 
lease  extension  bill  without  the  Taft 
amendment  there  will  be  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Lend-Lease  Administrator 
to  liquidate  lend-lease  contracts. 

Let  me  use  an  illustration:  Suppose 
that  under  lend-lease  powers  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  made  a  contract  to  sell 
France  50  locomotives,  suppose  it  has 
made  a  corresponding  contract  with  our 
locomotive-production  plants,  and  sup¬ 
pose  that  25  of  the  locomotives  have  been 
delivered,  and  then  the  war  comes  to  an 
end.  The  25  locomotives  which  are  in 
France  belong  to  America,  but  there  is 
an  outstanding  contract  for  25  other 
locomotives  which  France  would  like  to 
have.  Under  the  3  (c)  contracts,  we 
have  the  option  of  canceling  the  con¬ 
tract  or  of  permitting  France  to  buy  the 
locomotives.  The  lend-lease  locomotives 
which  have  been  delivered  will  have  de¬ 
teriorated  in  part.  Who  will  be  in  the 
best  position  to  handle  that  liquidation? 
The  answer  must  be  that  the  Lend-Lease 
Administrator  will  be  in  the  best  position 
to  do  so. 

The  locomotives  are  in  France.  If 
we  cancel  the  contract  they  will  belong 
to  us.  We  must  bring  them  back  to 
America.  France  needs  them.  Provision 
has  been  made  to  enable  her  to  buy  them. 
We  will,  as  I  say,  deal  through  the  Lend- 
Lease  Administrator.  So,  if  it  is  to  the 
best  interests  of  this  country  to  do  so, 
not  only  will  the  25  locomotives  which 
are  in  France  be  sold  to  France,  but  the 
25  locomotives  which  have,  not  yet  been 
produced  will  be  produced,  thereby  pro¬ 
viding  work  for  both  labor  and  industry 
in  America. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  is  obvious  that  the 
Lend-Lease  Administrator  can  dispose  of 
the  locomotives  as  surplus  property,  and 
if  the  Export-Import  Bank,  or  some  other 
agency,  will  give  France  a  30-year  credit, 
or  if  France  can  obtain  a  loan  from  the 
new  international  bank,  she  can  offer 
cash  to  buy  that  jnaterial  and  surplus 
property.  My  objection  is  to  the  power 
proposed  to  be  given  to  lend  money  for 
30  years  in  the  amount  of  approximately 
two  and  one-half  billion  dollars.  That 
is  the  difficulty  with  the  portion  of  the 
proviso  which  I  am  trying  to  have 
stricken  out. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has 
expired. 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  shall  take  time  on  the 
bill. 

Mr.  President,  it  appears  to  me  that 
it  is  six  of  one  and  half  a  dozen  of  the 


other.  As  a  practical  proposition — I 
heard  Mr.  Crowley  outline  it  in  the  com¬ 
mittee — it  seems  to  me  that  in  this  bill 
it  is  specifically  provided  that  when  the 
war  ends  the  Lend-Lease  Administrator 
may  not  make  any  more  contracts,  but 
can  liquidate  the  contracts  already  made. 
By  the  bill  it  is  provided  that  he  shall 
be  the  liquidating  agent  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  As  the  '  distinguished  Senator 
from  Ohio  has  suggested,  the  problem 
could  be  handled  otherwise.  France 
could  obtain  credit  from  the  Export- 
Import  Bank,  or  perhaps  from  some 
other  agency.  Let  us  be  practical  about 
it  and  see  how  it  would  work.  Twenty- 
five  locomotives  are  in  France.  Twenty- 
five  locomotives  are  on  the  production 
line  in  America.  The  Lend-Lease  Ad¬ 
ministrator  handles  the  transaction.  It 
is  typical  of  hundreds  of  similar  trans¬ 
actions.  We  do  not  want  the  locomo¬ 
tives  to  be  brought  back  to  America.  We 
are  parties  to  a  contract  under  which 
France  may  buy  them.  Let  us  assume 
that  we  do  -not  give  the  power  which  it 
is  proposed  to  give.  At  the  end  of  the 
war  we  shall  have  25  locomotives.  Some¬ 
one  must  negotiate  for  their  ..disposal. 
Who  shall  it  be?  Shall  it  be  someone 
who  has  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
locomotives?  Very  well.  Someone  must 
see  that  France  is  given  credit.  Which 
agency  shall  it  be?  It  is  not  determined. 
There  will  be  delay  after  delay.  The 
property  will  deteriorate.  It  seems  to  me 
that  we  are  faced  with  a  practical  ques¬ 
tion. 

I  agree  with  everything  which  has  been 
said  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  and  my  distinguished 
colleague  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  La  Fol- 
lette]  about  the  necessity  of  seeing  to 
it  that  the  executive  power  is  not  en¬ 
larged. 

Yesterday  I  said  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate: 

I  also  recommend  to  the  committee  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  subject  of  what  functions, 
which  during  the  depression  era  and  dur¬ 
ing  the  war  the  Federal  Government  has 
taken  over,  should  be  returned  to  the  States. 
It  is  conceded  by  everyone  that  the  Members 
of  the  House  and  the  Senate  are  overburdened 
by  many  matters  which  divert  their  atten¬ 
tion  from  national  policy  making  and  which 
it  should  not  be  the  business  of  a  legislator 
to  consider.  If  this  committee  would  recom¬ 
mend  that  the  functions  of  government 
which  belong  to  the  States  and  the  local 
communities  be  returned  to  the  States  and 
communities,  and  that  were  done,  I  think 
we  would  find  that  Congress  could  do  a 
much  better  job  in  legislative  matters  which, 
after  all,  is  its  primary  function. 

Since  coming  to  the  Senate  I  have 
taken  the  position  that  this  body  should 
make  sure  that  the  executive  branch 
does  not  overreach  and  assume  power 
which  it  should  not  have.  I  have  seen 
great  nations  such  as  Germany,  Italy, 
and  others;  go  down  under  the  impact 
of  power  which  firad  been  granted  to  an 
individual  or  individuals.  But  that  is 
not  the  situation  here.  We  stop  lend- 
lease  when  the  war  ends.  But  we  say 
to  the  Administrator,  “Mr.  Administra¬ 
tor,  you  know  this  job  better  than  any¬ 
one  else.  You  have  been  handling  these 
materials.  They  are  in  Franefe.  We  do 
not  want  you  to  ship  them  back  to 
America.  You  sell  them.” 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Of  course,  any  materials 
now  in  France  were  delivered  under  the 
agreement,  and  they  are  not  covered  by 
the  proposed  amendment.  The  amend¬ 
ment  applies  only  to  materials  which 
have  not  yet  been  shipped.  So  far  as 
locomotives  are  concerned,  I  suggest  that 
there  may  be  great  use  for  them  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  that  connection, 
it  might  be  observed  that  Mr.  Crowley 
said  that  while  the  locomotives  may  have 
been  delivered,  title  to  them  is  in  the 
United  States,  and  that  when  the  war 
ends  the  United  States  must  determine 
what  it  will  do  with  the  materials  which 
have  been  delivered.  Materials  in  that 
category  are  no  different  from  materials 
which  have  not  been  delivered,  because 
the  Government  must  dispose  of  them  in 
the  same  way. 

Mr.  WILEY.  The  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  is  correct.  The  title  to  all  lend- 
lease  property  is  in  the  United  States. 
The  only  distinction  is  that,  assuming 
the  locomotives  have  been  used  for  6 
months,  they  will  have  deteriorated  con¬ 
siderably.  It  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Administrator  to  decide  on  a  fair  price 
for  them. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  thinking  about 
other  angles.  If  all  at  once  we  say  that 
we  will  cancel  all  contracts  applying  to 
the  future,  what  will  such  action  mean 
to  our  industries  and  our  labor?  Con¬ 
sider,  for  example,  the  25  locomotives 
about  which  I  have  been  talking;  if  we 
cancel  the  contract  we  shall  have  a  prob¬ 
lem  on  our  hands  with  the  manufacturers 
of  the  locomotives.  The  manufacturers 
will  have  a  claim  against  the  United 
States  Government.  Men  will  be  out  of 
work  and  material  will  not  be  used.  As 
I  have  already  said,  I  think  it  is  “six  of 
one  and  a  half  dozen  of  the  other.” 

I  was  very  much  impressed  with  the 
argument  which  was  made  by  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  and  friend  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  In  most  cases  I 
go  along  with  him;  but  I  think  that  in 
this  case  we  are  making  mountains  out 
of  mole-hills.  We  are  merely  saying  to 
this  great  agency,  which  has  done  such  a 
great  job,  “You  are  the  liquidating  agen¬ 
cy.  We  give  you  the  power  to  liquidate, 
and  we  hold  you  responsible.”  I  am  fa¬ 
miliar  with  the  question  of  administra¬ 
tion.  Hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars’ 
worth  of  property  have  been  sent  to  vari¬ 
ous  parts  of  the  globe  by  the  Lend-Lease 
Administrator.  Are  we  going  to  put  that 
property  into  the  hands  of  someone  else 
for  disposal?  Are  we  going  to  cut  off 
suddenly  the  power  of  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  and  then  turn  the  matter  of  surplus 
property  over  to  some  other  agency,  or 
are  we  going  to  let  the  Lend-Lease 
Administrator,  who  has  been  in  entire 
control  of  the  whole  situation  up  to  now, 
do  the  job? 

Mr.  President,  I  have  just  one  more 
word  to  say.  A  statement  was  made  yes¬ 
terday  by  my  great  friend  from  Ohio 
about  forgiving  lend-lease.  One  of  the 


arguments  recently  made  in  the  press 
was  with  regard  to  America’s  need  of  the 
great  island  bases  which  we  are  now  con¬ 
quering.  If  we  have  claims  against  other 
nations  for  $36,000,000,000,  for  example, 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  wiping  the  slate.  I 
am  in  favor  of  having  a  Churchill,  or 
some  good  Scotsman  bargain  for  us,  and 
say  to  our  allies,  “We  have  these  claims 
against  you.  We  want  to  be  just,  but  we 
peed  these  outer  bases  as  bulwarks  for 
our  defense.”  In  other  words,  we  should 
use  every  claim  which  we  have  in  a  real¬ 
istic  manner  in  order  to  insure  that  our 
people  will  not  be  sold  down  the  river. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WILEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  think, 
for  example,  that  the  Surplus  Property 
Administrator  will  ever  say  to  France, 
“If  you  want  lend-lease,  you  must  give 
us  New  Caledonia?”  If  such  a  thing 
were  to  be  done,  the  Administrator  might 
have  to  provide  accordingly  for  it  in  the 
agreement  before  giving  away  two  and  a 
half  billion  dollars’  worth  of  lend-lease. 
I  question  the  advisability  of  the  course 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  I  am  quite  certain  the  pres¬ 
ent  administration  will  not  follow  it. 

Mr.  WILEY.  There  is  no  question  in 
my  mind  that  there  are  certain  persons 
in  the  administration  who  will  agree 
with  the  Senator’s  conclusion.  But,  Mr. 
President,  we  are  trustees  of  the  people’s 
values.  The  money  which  we  are  loan¬ 
ing,  indeed,  which  we  are  giving  away, 
does  not  belong  to  this  administration 
or  to  this  body;  it  belongs  to  the  136,- 
000,000  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
we  must  be  a  little  bit  realistic  in 
approaching  these  world  problems. 

Yesterday  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Vandenberg]  asked 
for  the  prayers  of  this  body  when  he 
goes  forth  to  San  Francisco.  The  peo¬ 
ple  are  praying  that  this  body  will  wake 
up  and  that  the  administration  will  wake 
up  to  a  sense  of  trusteeship  of  the  things 
which  we  control  on  behalf  of  all  the 
people. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  fear 
that  there  exists  a  total  misconception 
of  the  purpose  of  the  provision  in  the 
bill  extending  lend-lease  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate  and  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  seeks  to  eliminate. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  I  should  like  to  make  a 
point  of  no  quorum,  if  the  Senator  does 
not  object. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  LUCAS.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Bushfield 

Ellender 

Austin 

Butler 

Ferguson 

JBalley 

Byrd 

'  Fulbright 

Ball 

Capehart 

George 

Bankhead 

Capper 

Gerry 

Barkley 

Chandler 

Green 

Bilbo 

Chavez 

Guffey 

Brewster 

Connally 

Gurney 

Briggs 

Cordon 

Hart 

Brooks 

Donnell 

Hatch 

Buck 

Downey 

Hawkes 

Burton 

Eastland 

Hayden 

Hickenlooper 

Moore 

Taft 

Hill 

Morse 

Taylor 

Hoey 

Murdock 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Murray 

Thomas,  Utah 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Myers 

Tobey 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

O'Daniel 

Tunnell 

La  Follette 

O’Mahoney 

Tydings 

Langer 

Overton 

Vandenberg 

Lucas 

Pepper 

Wagner 

McCarran 

Radcliffe 

Walsh 

McClellan 

Reed 

Wheeler 

McFarland 

Revercomb 

Wherry 

McKellar 

Russell 

White 

McMahon 

Saltonstall 

Wiley 

Magnuson 

Shipstead 

Willis 

Millikin 

Smith 

Wilson  * 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore. 

Eighty-four  Senators  have  answered  to 
their  names.  A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  thank  the  Senator  from  Illinois  for 
the  good  intentions  which  he  exhibited 
in  making  the  point  of  no  quorum  in  the 
hope  that  a  sufficient  number  of  Sena¬ 
tors  would  be  on  the  floor  while  this  im¬ 
portant  matter  is  being  discussed  to  make 
it  worthwhile  to  discuss  it;  but  there  are 
not  as  many  on  the  floor  now  as  there 
were  when  the  Senator  made  his  point  of 
no  quorum. 

I  do  not  know  what  has  happened  to 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  re¬ 
gret  to  say  what  I  am  going  to  say,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  has  reached  an  all- 
time  peak  in  irresponsibility  of  attend¬ 
ance  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  We  can 
get  but  few  Senators  to  come  here  while 
there  is  under  consideration  one  of  the 
most  important  matters  that  will  be  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  in  wreeks,  involving  bil¬ 
lions  upon  billions  of  dollars  worth  of 
property;  and  when  the  debate  has  been 
concluded  Senators  will  come  trooping  in, 
asking  somebody  at  the  door  what  the 
Senate  is  voting  on  and  how  they  should 
vote.  It  does  not  present  a  very  en¬ 
couraging  picture  of  deliberation  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  was  under  the  im¬ 
pression  that  the  Senate  was  going  to 
consider  for  the  next  2  weeks  the  Mexi¬ 
can  Water  Treaty.  That  may  be  the  rea¬ 
son  why  many  of  our  colleagues  are  not 
present. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  had  up  the  lend- 
lease  bill  all  yesterday  afternoon;  we 
entered  into  an  agreement  for  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  debate.  Any  Senator  who  read 
the  Record  must  know  that  we  recessed 
in  legislative  session  with  this  matter  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate.  The  fact  that  we  had 
pending  a  treaty,  which  was  laid  aside 
yesterday  under  the  rules  because  it  had 
to  be  laid  aside,  it  seems  to  me  offers  no 
excuse  for  the  chronic  absenteeism  on 
the  floor  of  the  United  States  Senate. 

Senators  have  come  to  me  during  the 
last  few  days  by  dozens  and  asked  me 
what  we  could  do  to  improve  attendance 
in  the  Senate.  If  someone  will  tell  me 
what  to  do,  I  shall  be  happy  to  cooperate 
in  doing  it.  If  there  is  anyone  now 
present  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  who 
disagrees  with  what  I  am  saying,  I  shall 
yield  to  him  to  rise  and  controvert  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  the 
point  I  tried  to  make  a  while  ago - 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  point  was  that 
all  of  us — I  know  that  I  was  under  such 
an  impression— thought  that  for  the  next 
2  or  3  weeks  the  Senate  would  be  con¬ 
sidering  the  Mexican  treaty,  and  with 
that  in  mind  I  expected  to  leave  fo? 
Louisiana  this  evening.  If  our  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  had  told  us  a 
week  ago  what  the  program  would  be,  I 
would  not  have  made  that  appointment 
for  this  week. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  appreciate  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  comments  upon  that  subject. 
Each  Senator  has  control  of  whether  he 
remains  here  or  not,  but  it  is  discourag¬ 
ing  for  those  who  try  to  legislate  in  the 
Senate  to  find  continually  Senators’ 
places  empty,  and  the  Senate  Chamber 
empty,  and  no  one  here  to  listen,  even 
during,  the  consideration  of  a  treaty  as 
important  as  the  treaty  with  Mexico.  I 
do  not  think  the  consideration  of  a  treaty 
offers  any  excuse  for  wholesale  absentee¬ 
ism  on  the  part  of  the  Senators  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  do  not  disagree 
with  the  distinguished  majority  leader, 
but  he  has  asked  for  a  suggestion.  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  the  committee  chair¬ 
men  would  not  schedule  committee 
meetings  for  afternoons,  we  would  have 
a  much  better  attendance.  I  am  sure 
the  Senator  will  find  that  half  the  United 
States  Senate  this  afternoon  is  in  one 
committee  or  another.  I  know  I  per¬ 
sonally  had  two  meetings  scheduled. 
They  are  both  important;  sometimes 
they  seem  more  important  than  some  of 
the  speeches  I  hear  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate;  t  1 1  think  that  if  we  could  work 
that  out,  we  would  have  much  better  at¬ 
tendance. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  know,  and  I 
have  no  way  of  knowing,  what  commit¬ 
tees  are  in  session  when  the  Senate  itself 
is  in  session.  Except  in  the  greatest  of 
emergencies,  committees  should  not  be  in 
session  when  the  Senate  is  in  session. 
It  seems  to  me  that  in  behalf  of  the 
Senate  itself,  out  of  respect  to  appear¬ 
ances,  and  the  impression  derived  by 
men  and  women  who  come  to  the  Senate 
and  look  down  upon  it  from  the  galleries, 
we  should  be  willing  to  remain  here,  and 
at  least  make  it  appear  we  are  doing  our 
duty,  whether  we  are  or  not. 

[Manifestations  of  applause  in  the 
gallerigs.] 

Mr.  MURRAY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MURRAY.  I  can  readily  under¬ 
stand  the  position  the  majority  leader 
takes,  but  I  think  it  would  be  only  fair 
to  say  that  Senators  are  under  great 
pressure  in  connection  with  committee 
work,  and  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  on  the  work  of  the  committees 
unless  Senators  were  absent  from  the 
floor  at  various  times.  It  is  unfortunate, 
but  nevertheless  I  do  not  think  Senators 
who  are  engaged  in  legitimate  commit¬ 
tee  work  should  be  subjected  to  criticism 


for  their  failure  to  be  on  the  floor  when 
an  important  matter  is  being  considered, 
because  the  work  of  the  committee  is 
sometimes  just  as  important  and  just  as 
vital  as  the  work  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  not  criticizing 
any  individual  Senator  or  the  chairmen 
of  any  of  the  standing  or  special  com¬ 
mittees. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Whom  is  the  Senator 
criticizing? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  am  talking  about 
the  Senate  as  a  whole. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  includes  those 
attending  committee  meetings. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  if  at¬ 
tendance  on  committee  meetings  is  to 
be  given  as  a  chronic  and  perpetual  ex¬ 
cuse  for  absenteeism  from  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  we  should  adopt  a  rule  that 
if  a  committee  is  to  be  in  session  when 
the  Senate  is  in  session,  the  Senate  should 
have  some  notice  of  it.  And  when  there 
is  a  roll  call  of  the  Senate  to  determine 
whether  there  is  a  quorum  present,  we 
should  stop  the  practice  of  having  the 
names  of  the  Senators  put  on  the  roll 
when  they  are  not  here  to  answer  to  their 
names. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  merely  wish  to 
say  that  I  had  intended  to  discuss  today 
the  subject  to  which  the  Senator  has 
been  alluding,  but  I  had  refrained  from 
bringing  it  up  because  I  knew  there  was  a 
limitation  of  debate  in  connection  with 
the  pending  bill  which  provides  for  the 
extension  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act.  I  want 
the  Record  to  show  that  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  the  consideration  of  the  proposed 
legislation  I  shall  endeavor  to  obtain  the 
floor  to  make  some  remarks  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  the  Senator  has  been  discussing. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
not  intended  to  comment  upon  this  situa¬ 
tion  during  the  limitation  of  debate,  but 
I  was  prompted  to  do  so  by  the  utter 
failure  to  get  a  quorum  of  Senators  here, 
although  the  announcement  by  the  Chair 
shows  that  49  Senators  were  on  the  floor. 
We  all  know  49  Senators  were  not  on  the 
floor  at  any  time  during  the  roll  call,  or 
after  it  ended.  Senators  come  in  and 
answer  to  their  names,  and  then  go  out. 
In  the  House  of  Representatives  there 
used  to  be  a  practice,  when  a  point  of  no 
quorum  was  made,  of  locking  the  doors 
so  that  Members  of  the  House  could  not 
get  out,  at  least  until  the  roll  call  had 
been  completed.  There  are  many  legis¬ 
latures  in  the  country  which  have  simi¬ 
lar  rules,  and  they  do  not  even  unlock 
the  doors  after  the  roll  call  is  finished 
until  a  vote  is  had  on  the  measure,  the 
consideration  of  which  brought  about 
the  roll  call. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  should  like  to  make 
the  point  that  there  are  23  Senators  in 
attendance  on  this  side,  and  there  are 
19  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  thinks  that  is  of  any  importance, 
very  well.  I  suppose  his  idea  was  to 
inject  some  partisanship  into  the  ques¬ 
tion.  I  am  not  talking  about  Democrats 


or  Republicans;  I  am  talking  about  the 
United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  in  whatever  time  I  have 
left,  I  shall  discuss  the  amendment  now 
pending. 

As  I  started  to  say  awhile  ago,  I  think 
there  is  a  total  misconception  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  pending  measure  and  the 
language  which  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  seeks  to  eliminate. 
In  order  that  we  may  understand  what 
is  involved,  I  wish  to  read  a  section  of 
the  original  act.  The  bill  the  Senate  is 
now  considering  is  only  a  modification,  a 
clarification,  of  the  original  Lend-Lease 
Act.  Subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  the 
original  act  provides: 

After  June  30,  1943,  or  after  the  passage 
of  a  concurrent  resolution  by  the  two  Houses 
before  June  30,  1943,  which  declares  that  the 
powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  are  no  longer  necessary  to  promote 
the  defense  of  the  United  States,  neither  the 
President  nor  the  head  of  any  department  or 
agency  shall  exercise  any  of  the  powers  con¬ 
ferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a) , 
except  that'  until  July  1,  1946 — 

Which  is  the  end  of  the  free  period 
contemplated  by  the  Congress  for  the 
liquidation  of  lend-lease — 
except  that  until  July  1,  1946,  any  of  such 
powers  may  be  exercised  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  a  contract  or  agreement 
with  such  a  foreign  government  made  before 
July  1,  1943,  or  before  the  passage  of  such 
concurrent  resolution,  whichever  is  the 
earlier. 

In  other  words,  when  Congress  passed 
the  original  Lend-Lease  Act  it  provided 
the  3 -year  liquidation  period  during 
which  contracts  made  prior  to  July  1, 
1943,  could  be  carried  out  by  the  agency 
or  by  the  Government.  What  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  does  is  merely  to  enlarge  some¬ 
what  upon  that  language  by  providing 
that — 

Nothing  in  section  3  (c)  shall  be  construed 
to  authorize  the  President  to  enter  into  or 
carry  out  any  contract  or  agreement  with  a 
foreign  government  for  post-war  relief,  post¬ 
war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruc¬ 
tion. 

It  was  never  the  intention  of  Congress 
that  lend-lease  should  be  used  for  post¬ 
war  relief  for  reconstruction  or  rehabili¬ 
tation.  The  President  himself  has  over 
and  over  declared  that  when  the  war 
ends  lend-lease  shall  end.  In  his  state¬ 
ment  recently  issued,  and  in  his  annual 
message,  the  President  emphasized  the 
fact  that  when  the  war  ends  no  more 
loans  shall  be  made,  no  more  grants  of 
any  kind  shall  be  made,  under  the  Lend- 
Lease  Act.  But  Congress  was  wise 
enough  to  realize  that  a  time  would 
come  when  we  would  have  to  liquidate 
a  vast  amount  of  property  scattered  all 
over  the  world.  The  Senator  from  Wis¬ 
consin  [Mr.  Wiley]  has  referred  to  en¬ 
gines,  or  locomotives,  but  there  are  vast 
quantities  of  property  of  all  kinds,  not 
only  in  France  but  probably  in  Africa, 
in  Italy,  in  England,  in  Belgium,  and  in 
Russia,  and  there  will  be  vast  quantities 
of  property  in  Germany  and  in  China 
and  on  all  the  islands  of  the  sea,  which 
has  been  carried  there  under  lend-lease, 
and  as  a  part  of  the  war  program. 
What  are  we  going  to  do  with  that  prop¬ 
erty?  The  title  to  every  ounce  of  it  is 
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in  the  United  States  Government.  Are 
we  going  to  leave  it  piled  up  in  foreign 
countries  to  disintegrate  or  evaporate; 
if  it  happens  to  be  engines,  to  rust;  or 
if  it  happens  to  be  boxcars,  to  remain 
where  it  is  indefinitely  subject  to  the 
ravages  of  the  weather? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  have  only  a  few 
minutes  left. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Has  not  Congress 
passed  the  act  creating  the  Surplus 
Property  Board  to  take  care  of  that 
situation? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  No,  not  altogether. 
Not  only  have  we  sent  boxcars  overseas, 
but,  as  was  referred  to  yesterday,  agri¬ 
cultural  implements  have  been  sent  over¬ 
seas  to  enable  the  countries  to  which  they 
were  sent  to  produce  food  for  our  sol¬ 
diers  and  as  a  part  of  the  war  effort,  in 
order  to  save  shipping  space  of  our  own 
merchant  marine  which  would  otherwise 
be  needed  to  carry  food  and  supplies  from 
the  United  States.  We  still  have  title  to 
that  property.  It  may  not  be  economi¬ 
cally  sound  or  wise  to  try  to  bring  all  that 
property  back  to  the  United  States.  If 
it  is  brought  back  and  is  sold  in  this 
country  it  would  come  in  competition 
with  products  of  our  own  factories  and 
with  our  own  labor  for  whom  we  are  un¬ 
dertaking  to  provide  jobs  when  the  war 
shall  end. 

So  all  this  provision  of  the  bill  does  is 
merely  to  emphasize  what  everyone  has 
said,  that  the  lend-lease  law  shall  not 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  rehabilitation, 
reconstruction  or  relief,  and  in  order  not 
to  restrict  ourselves  too  sharply  by  the 
provision  that  it  shall  not  be  used  for 
such  purposes,  the  bill  makes  this  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  language  which  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  now  seeks  to  strike  out: 

Except  that  a  contract  or  agreement  en¬ 
tered  into  in  accordance  with  this  Act  in 
which  the  United  States  undertakes  to  fur¬ 
nish  to  a  foreign  government  defense  articles, 
services,  or  information  for  use  in  the  prose¬ 
cution  of  the  present  war  and  which  provides 
for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  conditions 
of  sale  prescribed  by  the  President,  of  any 
such  defense  articles,  services,  or  information 
after  the  President  determines  they  are  no 
longer  necessary  for  use  by  such  government 
in  promoting  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for  postwar  relief, 
postwar  rehabilitation  or  postwar  reconstruc¬ 
tion. 

All  that  language  means  is  that 
wherever  this  property  may  be,  the  title 
to  which  is  in  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  when  the  war  shall  end 
and  it  is  to  be  sold  to  any  private  pur¬ 
chaser  or  any  government,  whether  it  be 
engines  or  boxcars  or  spades  and  shovels 
or  whatever-  it  may  be,  if  it  is  still  uncon¬ 
sumed  and  still  usable,  the  sale  of  the 
property  to  any  government  shall  not  be 
regarded  as  the  use  of  the  lend-lease  law 
for  reconstruction,  rehabilitation  or  for 
relief. 

Mr.  Crowley  in  testifying  before  the 
committee  was  very  frank.  He  said  that 
all  this  property  will  be  subject  to  sale. 
It  will  be  sold  and  not  given  away.  It  will 
not  be  loaned  and  it  will  not  be  leased. 
It  will  be  sold  if  it  is  salable  and  usable. 
On  what  terms  of  credit  it  may  be  sold  I 


do  not  undertake  to  say.  I  suppose  that 
would  depend  entirely  on  the  economic 
condition  of  each  nation  to  which  we 
might  want  to  sell  it,  but  it  will  be  sold. 
It  will  not  be  given  away;  it  will  not  be 
leased;  it  will  not  be  loaned. 

Mr.  President,  there  will  be  billions  of 
dollars  worth  of  property,  located  all  over 
the  world,  concerning  which  we  must 
make  up  our  minds  whether  it  is  more 
economical  to  sell  it  where  it  is,  even  on 
liberal  terms  of  credit,  or  bring  it  back 
to  the  United  States  in  ships  which  will 
be  needed  for  the  transportation  of  our 
soldiers  from  the  war  fronts  back  to  their 
homes,  or  whether  we  shall  simply  let  it 
lie  where  it  is,  unused,  and  if  it  happens 
to  be  physical  property,  subject  to  the 
deterioration  of  the  weather,  or  if  it 
happens  to  be  food,  subject  to  decom¬ 
position  or  other  forms  of  disintegration. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident — 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Colorado? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Why  not 
dispose  of  it  under  the  Surplus  Property 
Board  which  the  Congress  created  for 
that  very  purpose? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Because  a  consider¬ 
able  part  of  this  property  does  not  neces¬ 
sarily  come  under  the  terms  of  the  law 
which  Congress  passed  creating  the  Sur¬ 
plus  Property  Board,  and,  in  the  next 
place,  if  we  say  to  the  President,  “You 
cannot  dispose  of  any  of  the  property; 
you  must  sell  it  through  the  Surplus 
Property  Board,”  it  may  be  years  before 
we  are  able  to  dispose  of  it  under  such 
conditions.  We  know  how  long  it  took 
at  the  end  of  the  last  war  to  dispose  of 
$7,000,000,000  worth  of  surplus  property. 
It  is  said  we  will  have  $100,000,000,000 
worth  of  surplus  property  left  at  the  end 
of  this  war. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not 
know  how  the  President  could  sell  it 
faster  than  the  Surplus  Property  Board 
could  sell  it. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  first  place,  the 
President,  having  entered  into  a  contract 
with  one  of  the  United  Nations  for  lend- 
lease,  and  at  the  end  of  the  war  having 
found  himself  in  possession  of  a  great 
amount  of  surplus  property,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment,  he  can  enter  into  a  more  speedy 
and  probably  a  more  advantageous  con¬ 
tract  with  the  nation  which  has  posses¬ 
sion  of  or  in  whose  territory  the  property 
may  be  located  than  can  be  made  by  any 
other  agency  of  the  Government  after 
bringing  the  property  back  to  the  United 
States  and  selling  it  under  the  conditions 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Lucas 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  proviso  on  page 
2,  ending  in  line  9,  reads  as  follows: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  section 
8  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabili¬ 
tation.  or  post-war  reconstruction. 


After  that  language  follows  the  excep¬ 
tion.  It  would  seem  to  me  that  the  ex¬ 
ception  as  written  nullifies  the  proviso 
and  seems  to  indirectly  give  the  President 
the  right  to  enter  into  an  agreement  with 
a  foreign  government  for  post-war  relief, 
post-war  rehabilitation,  or  post-war  re¬ 
construction.  Does  not  the  Senator 
agree  with  my  interpretation? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  the  Senator  will 
bear  with  me  for  a  moment,  I  think  he 
will  conclude  that  he  is  mistaken. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  on 
the  amendment  has  expired. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  shall  take  some 
time  on  the  bill. 

In  the  first  place,  the  present  law  does 
not  authorize  the  President  to  enter  into 
such  a  contract.  This  language  was  put 
in  the  bill  in  order  to  make  the  situation 
clear,  to  dissipate  the  doubts  of  anyone 
that  under  lend-lease  the  President  could 
enter  into  a  contract  for  rehabilitation, 
reconstruction,  or  relief. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Then  why  the  ex¬ 
ception? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  exception  was 
put  in  the  bill  so  that,  during  the  3 -year 
limitation  period,  in  cases  where  the 
President  has  entered  into  contracts  for 
lend-lease  property  to  be  used  as  a  part 
of  the  war  effort,  he  may  be  able  to  carry 
out  and  complete  such  contracts  which 
are  partially  consummated,  and  dispose 
of  the  property  to  the  advantage  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  admits 
that  under  the  lend-lease  law  as  now 
written  the  President  cannot  spend 
money  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruction. 
That  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  the  exception 
which  the  amendment  seeks  to  strike 
from  the  bill  were  left  in,  that  would 
indicate  that  the  President  would  have 
the  right  to  do  that  very  thing  and  I  am 
certain  it  would  be  so  construed. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Not  at  all.  The  first 
part  of  the  proviso  was  inserted  to  calm 
the  fears  of  many  who  thought  that  un¬ 
der  the  guise  of  lend-lease  the  President 
might  enter  into  post-war  contracts.  It 
was  inserted  in  the  House  in  order  to 
calm  the  fears  of  many  persons  who  were 
afraid  that  the  President  was  going  to 
use  lend-lease  in  order  to  make  post-war 
contracts,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  original  law  gave  him  the  power, 
during  a  3-year  period,  to  liquidate  the 
contracts  made  under  lend-lease.  That 
language  was  inserted  in  the  House,  as 
was  the  language  of  the  exception,  to 
make  sure  that,  while  the  President  may 
not  enter  into  any  post-war  relief,  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  reconstruction  contracts 
under  lend-lease,  he  is  not  restricted,  in 
the  3-year  period,  from  disposing  of  the 
property  he  finds  on  his  hands,  or  com¬ 
pleting  contracts  entered  into  under  the 
original  law. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Could  he  not  do  so 
under  existing  law,  if  the  contracts  were 
not  for  post-war  relief,  rehabilitation,  or 
reconstruction? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  He  might  be  able  to 
sell  an  engine  or  a  boxcar;  but  if  an  en- 
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gine  or  a  boxcar  were  half  completed, 
he  could  not  finish  the  product.  He 
could  not  carry  to  completion  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  engine,  boxcar,  or  truck, 
in  order  to  sell  it  to  the  greatest  advan¬ 
tage. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  details  of  all  the  transactions 
and  agreements  made  by  the  President, 
with  France,  to  rehabilitate  the  railroads 
and  other  facilities  of  that  country. 
Does  the  Senator  believe  that  under  the 
lend-lease  law  as  enacted,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  has  the  authority  to  use  lend- 
lease  funds  to  repair  railroads,  furnish 
locomotives,  repair  cotton  mills,  and  fur¬ 
nish  raw  materials,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  What  happened  with 
respect  to  the  French  contract  was  this: 
We  entered  into  quite  a  large  contract 
with  France.  Every  item  in  that  contract 
provides  for  material  essential  in  the  war 
effort.  The  rehabilitation  of  the  French 
railroads  was  necessary  in  order  that 
they  might  transport  supplies  from 
France  to  Germany,  Belgium,  Holland, 
or  wherever  the  war  was  in  progress,  and 
in  order  that  they  might  transport  sup¬ 
plies  from  the  harbors  to  which  we  have 
access  to  the  front  lines.  It  is  inconceiv¬ 
able  that  the  usefulness  of  that  property 
should  end  with  the  close  of  the  war. 
While  it  was  loaned  or  leased,  or  assigned 
to  France  as  a  part  of  the  war  program, 
when  the  war  ends,  of  course  the  property 
may  be  useful  in  rehabilitating  and  re¬ 
constructing  France.  But  it  is  to  be  paid 
for  by  the  French  Government  to  the 
United  States  on  terms  agreed  upon  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  France. 
The  prices  and  terms  of  repayment  will 
be  agreed  upon. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Would  the  Senator 
offer  the  same  argument  with  respect  to 
advances  made  to  rehabilitate  other  fac- 
,  tories  in  France? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes,  ff  the  advances 
were  made  to  help  France  to  reconstruct 
her  factories  to  produce  war  goods. 
That  is  the  only  purpose  for  which  such 
advances  have  been  made.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  shakes  his  head,  as  though  he  were 
in  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  wondering 
about  the  extent  to  which  lend-lease  has 
been  used.  Following  the  Senator’s  ar¬ 
gument,  a  great  deal  of  money  and  goods 
could  easily  be  made  available  to  the 
Czechs  fqf  the  same  purpose,  or  to  Bel¬ 
gium  or  the  Netherlands,  so  that  what  we 
are  now  trying  to  prohibit  could  be  in¬ 
directly  done. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  any  Senator  or  any¬ 
one  else  in  the  United  States  is  willing 
to  assume  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  is  going  to  perpetrate  a 
fraud  on  the  American  people,  or  is  will¬ 
ing  to  intimate  that  he  would  make  loans 
ostensibly  for  war  purposes,  but  in  fact 
for  post-war  reconstruction,  he  can  take 
that  view.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States,  or  Mr.  Crow¬ 
ley,  Mr.  Stettinius,  or  anyone  else  who 
has  had  anything  to  do  with  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  lend-lease  law  has 
deliberately,  and  by  design,  or  for  any 
other  reason,  gone  beyond  the  powers 
conferred  upon  him  in  the  Lend-Lease 
Act  to  make  grants  and  leases  for  war 
purposes.  Merely  because  when  the  war 


is  over,  or  even  while  the  war  is  in  prog¬ 
ress,  the  rehabilitation  of  a  railroad, 
the  reconstruction  of  a  bridge  for  war 
purposes,--!*  the  reconstruction  of  a 
factory  to  produce  munitions,  may  later 
incidentally  prove  to  be  of  benefit  to 
France,  we  cannot  deny  the  loan  or  the 
advance  because  incidentally  it  may  ulti¬ 
mately  help  in  the  solution  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  problems  in  France. 

When  the  war  ends,  whatever  has  been 
loaned,  leased,  or  assigned  to  France,  or 
to  Czechoslovakia— if  anything  has  been 
assigned  to  Czechoslovakia  as  a  part  of 
the  lend-lease  .war  effort — will  be  the 
property  of  the  United  States.  Title  to 
every  ounce  of  it  will  be  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States;  and  if  it  is 
to  be  retained  by  a  foreign  government, 
it  will  be  paid  for  by  that  government  to 
the  United  States.  We  gave  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  3  years  in  which  to  carry  out 
the  liquidation. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  not  trying  to 
blame  anyone  for  what  has  been  done  in 
France,  or  what  may  be  done  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  under  lend-lease;  but  I  believe  that 
the  law  has  been  stretched  almost  to  the 
breaking  point  in  doing  what  has  been 
done  in  France.  That  is  my  personal 
opinion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  a  matter  of 
opinion;  and,  of  course,  the  Senator  is 
sincere  and  honest  in  his  opinion,  as  he 
is  in  all  things.  If  I  may  use  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  own  expression,  I  believe  it  is 
stretching  it  a  little  to  say  that  we  went 
beyond  the  purposes  of  lend-lease  in-  our 
own  self-defense  in  any  country  which 
we  had  to  invade,  and  from  which  we 
had  to  drive  the  Germans,  where  the 
bridges,  railroads,  and  harbors  had  been 
destroyed,  if  we  made  commitments  un¬ 
der  lend-lease  in  order  that  we  might 
restore  those  facilities,  not  merely  for 
the  benefit  of  France  or  some  other  coun¬ 
try,  but  in  order  that  we  might  transport 
our  armies,  our  munitions,  and  supplies 
to  the  seat  of  war. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  An  army  usually  has 
the  funds  and  facilities  to  do  such  things 
in  conquered  territory.  As  I  understand, 
we  made  every  effort  to  occupy  the  port 
of  Antwerp  so  as  to  use  that  port  to  bring 
food,  supplies,  and  munitions  to  our 
armies. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  says 
tha,t  armies  usually  do  such  things  in 
conquered  territory.  However,  this  is  the 
only  time  in  the  history  of  the  world 
when  there  has  been  such  a  thing  as 
lend-lease,  so  I  do  not  think  we  can  as¬ 
sume  what  is  usually  done.  Further¬ 
more,  I  do  not  believe  we  can  say  that 
armies  are  overly  sentimental  about  such 
things.  In  my  judgment,  an  army  is 
actuated  by  military  necessity  and  mili¬ 
tary  wisdom.  I  do  not  believe  that  our 
armies  have  been  overly  sentimental;  nor 
do  I  believe  that  the  President,  Mr.  Crow¬ 
ley,  or  anyone  else  connected  with  lend- 
lease  contracts  has  been  overly  senti¬ 
mental.  They  have  done  what  they 
thought  it  was  necessary  to  do  in  the 
conduct  and  winning  of  the  war.  If  they 


have  erred  on  the  side  of  generosity  by 
granting  more  than  was  necessary,  and 
we  criticize  them  for  that,  I  can  only 
imagine  how  much  we  would  criticize 
them  if  they  had  not  done  enough. 

That  is  especially  true  of  France,  where 
as  the  Senator  knows,  the  Germans  had 
exploited  not  only  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction  of  France,  but  also  her  factories. 
The  Germans  converted  them  into  war 
plants,  and  then  destroyed  them  as  they 
retired  from  France.  We  could  not  get 
the  benefit  of  full  production  in  French 
munitions  factories  without  lend-lease, 
and  we  made  lend-lease  grants.  It  may 
be  that  when  the  war  is  over,  the  help 
which  we  have  given  to  France,  which 
was  help  to  ourselves,  will  be  of  some  in¬ 
cidental  benefit  to  the  French  people. 
We  canrfot  help  that,  but  we  ought  not 
to  -complain  about  it.  If  there  is  any 
property  there  as  a  result  of  such  oper¬ 
ations,  it  still  belongs  to  the  United 
States.  It  will  not  be  given  away  or 
loaned.  If  the  French  Government  de¬ 
sires  to  keep  it,  it  will  be  paid-for.  It  may 
not  be  economical  or  wise  to  tear  out  and 
bring  back  to  this  country  much  of  the 
machinery  which  has  been  used  in  fac¬ 
tories  in  France. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  If  it  is  paid  for  by 
France,  I  presume  it  will  be  paid  for  at 
France’s  own  prices.  As  the  Senator 
knows,  a  railroad  in  place  in  France  is 
of  no  benefit  to  anyone  except  France. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  may  be  true. 
I  do  not  believe  that  we  can  say  that  it 
will  be  paid  for  at  France’s  own  prices. 
We  have  the  choice  of  selling  it  to  our 
best  advantage  or  taking  it  out  of  France 
and  bringing  it  back  to  the  United  States, 
where  it  would  compete  with  our  own 
labor  and  our  own  production.  Of 
course,  it  may  be  dumped  into  the  ocean. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Did  the  committee 
call  any  witnesses  who  testified  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  aid  similar  to  that  which 
was  given  to  France  was  extended  to 
other  countries? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  As  I  recall,  we  had 
before  the  committee  as  witnesses  Mr. 
Crowley,  who  is  the  Administrator,  and 
Mr.  Cox,  who  is  the  attorney.  I  do  not 
recall  whether  anyone  else  appeared. 

The  statements  of  both  Mr.  Crowley 
and  Mr.  Cox  were  not  only  frank  and 
open,  but  they  apparently  satisfied  all 
the  members  of  the  committee,  and  the 
bill  was  reported  unanimously,  without 
amendment. 

The  contract  with  France  differs 
somewhat  from  the  contracts  with  other 
countries.  There  is  what  is  called  a 
master  contract,  but  there  are  varia¬ 
tions  from  it,  depending  upon  the  coun¬ 
try  and  the  conditions.  I  am  sure  the 
Senator  must  recognize  that  the  situa¬ 
tion  in  France  was  different  from  that 
in  any  other  country.  We  were  invading 
France;  we  were  going  into  a  country 
where  all  the  physical  properties,  means 
of  transportation,  and  everything  else 
had  practically  been  destroyed.  We  had 
to  start  almost  from  scratch  to  build  up 
France,  in  order  that  our  soldiers  and  our 
supplies  might  get  beyond  where  they 
would  be  immediately  needed,  to  where 
they  are  now  being  used  so  successfully 
for  the  termination  of  the  war.  It  was 
necessary  to  have  a  little  different  con- 
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tract  with  France,  and  the  amount  was 
larger;  although,  taking  the  full  period 
during  which  we  have  made  lend-lease 
commitments,  we  find  that  we  have  made 
lend-lease  commitments  to  Great  Britain 
for  larger  amounts  than  the  amounts  in¬ 
volved  under  the  contract  between  the 
United  States  and  France  about  which 
we  have  been  talking.  But  that  covers  a 
period  of  3  or  4  years. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Was  there  any  evi¬ 
dence  respecting  the  agreement  to  re¬ 
habilitate  the  mills  of  France  which  were 
engaged  in  manufacturing  cotton  yarns, 
and  other  cotton-mill  products. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  recall  that 
that  matter  was  gone  into. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  understand,  the 
$2,000,000,000  lend-lease  contract  in¬ 
corporated  within  it  the  purchase  price 
of  a  considerable  amount  of  raw  cotton 
and  the  rehabilitation  of  many  cotton 
mills,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  manufac¬ 
ture  the  raw  cotton  to  cloth.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  is  possible  and 
perhaps  probable  that  in  the  production 
of  cloth  for  the  Army  and  for  our  own 
purposes,  whether  for  clothing  or  for  any 
other  war  purpose,  the  machinery  in 
those  mills  has  been  improved  and  re¬ 
habilitated;  but  the  title  is  still  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  title  in  what? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  In  the  property, 
whatever  it  may  be. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  know  that;  but 
what  property  does  the  Senator  mean? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  do  not  mean  the 
title  to  the  whole  plant,  but  I  mean  the 
title  in  whatever  machinery  has  been 
put  into  the  plant  by  the  United  States, 
in  order  to  have  the  plant  manufacture 
cotton  goods  or  anything  else  needed  for 
war  purposes.  JThe  title  to  it  is  still  in 
the  United  States;  and  when  the  war 
ends  we  can  either  bring  back  the  prop¬ 
erty  to  this  country  or  we  can  dispose 
of  it;  and  if  we  dispose  of  it  to  France, 
it  will  be  paid  for  by  the  French. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  of  the  opinion  that  lend-lease, 
as  originally  enacted  by  Congress,  con¬ 
templated  such  agreements? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Yes;  I  think  it  did. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  do  not.  Time  will 
tell  and  my  guess  is  that  much  money 
and  tons  of  goods  were  utilized  far  be¬ 
yond  the  scope  of  lend-lease  as  most  of 
us  understood  it  when  first  enacted  by 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  yes¬ 
terday  a  great  deal  was  said  about  agri¬ 
cultural  machinery - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Very  well,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent;  let  me  say  in  conclusion  that  I 
hoDe  the  amendment  will  be  rejected. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  cannot 
yield  to  me  if  my  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thought  I  would 
yield  the  floor  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Well,  Mr.  President, 
my  time  has  expired,  and  that  means 
that  I  am  through. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  question  of  the  majority 


leader  because  I  have  listened  most  at¬ 
tentively  to  what  he  has  said,  and  I  think 
his  remarks  have  been  most  worth  while 
and  entirely  worth  listening  to  with,  a 
great  deal  of  care. 

In  the  first  place,  let  me  say  that  I 
endorse  everything  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  has  said  about  attendance  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  I  say  to  him 
that  I  wish  to  cooperate  with  him  in 
every  way  I  can. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
Of  course  I  do  not  like  to  lecture  or  casti¬ 
gate  my  colleagues,  but  I  think  what  I 
said  earlier  in  my  remarks  was  entirely 
justified. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Of  course  it  was. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to 
have  the  able  senior  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  comment  on  a  question  which  in¬ 
terests  me.  In  connection  with  the  ob¬ 
servations  which  have  been  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  the  point  which  in¬ 
terests  me  most  in  respect  to  the  contrac¬ 
tual  relationship  existing  under  lend- 
lease  is  the  provision  to  be  found  on  page 
2,  in  the  second  section.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  whether  he  thinks  that 
all  the  property  he  mentioned  as  possibly 
being  left  in  some  European  country 
could  be  disposed  of  in  the  manner. sug¬ 
gested  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon,  through  the  Surplus  Property 
Board;  or  if  it  could  not  be  disposed  of  in 
that  way,  could  it  be  disposed  of  by  means 
of  a  loan  made  by  the  proper  officials  of 
government  who  now  have  that  au¬ 
thority? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  think  it  is  possible 
that  any  surplus  property  we  may  have, 
property  which  is  declared  to  be  surplus 
by  any  of  the  departments  which  have 
possession  of  property  or  are  using  it 
for  war  purposes,  could  be  sold  under  the 
Surplus  Property  Act  and  under  the  jur¬ 
isdiction  of  the  Surplus  Property  Board. 
But  that  is  not  the  whole  problem  which 
is  presented  by  the  3 -year  period  about 
which  we  are  talking. 

Suppose  we  are  making  trucks,  under 
lend-lease  contracts,  for  France  or  Bel¬ 
gium  or  Russia  or  China  or  Great 
Britain,  and  suppose  we  have  a  vast  num¬ 
ber  of  trucks  which  are  half  completed, 
and  which  are  being  manufactured  un¬ 
der  lend-lease.  If  the  Taft  amendment 
is  adopted  and  if  the  3 -year  period  is  to 
be  restricted,  the  President  would  not 
have  any  authority  to  go  ahead  and  com¬ 
plete  the  manufacture  of  those  trucks  in 
order  that  they  might  be  sold,  when 
completed,  to  the  advantage  of  the 
United  States.  They  would  have  to  be 
sold  as  uncompleted  trucks. 

There  are  many  other  points  to  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Suppose  we  have  contracted  to 
send  rails  to  France,  for  instance,  to  be 
used  to  reconstruct  her  railroads,  or  sup¬ 
pose  we  have  contracted  to  send  bridge 
material  to  her,  in  order  that  the  bridges 
over  which  we  are  to  send  our  supplies 
and  our  soldiers  may  be  reconstructed. 
Suppose  those  bridges  are  half  com¬ 
pleted.  The  bridge  materials  might  be 
on  their  way  to  France.  Are  we  going  to 
have  the  ship  turn  around  in  the  middle 
of  the  ocean  and  bring  back  the  ma¬ 
terial,  or  are  we  going  to  sell  the  ma¬ 
terial  to  a  government  which  needs  it 
and  will  pay  for  it  when  the  war  is  over, 


3293 

and  when  the  material  is  no  longer 
needed  for  war  purposes? 

The  provision  which  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  is  seeking  to  strike  out  is  made 
necessary  only  because  of  what  precedes 
it,  in  an  effort  to  interpret  section  3  (c) 
of  the  original  act,  by  saying  that  it 
shall  not  be  used  for  reconstruction,  re¬ 
habilitation,  or  relief.  If  that  provision 
is  not  retained,  we  will  not  even  need 
the  second  provision  of  the  section  which 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  seeking  to 
strike  out. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  respect  to  the  question 
of  uncompleted  trucks,  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  that  such  matters  would  in  any 
way  be  affected  by  the  amendment.  The 
limitation  would  be  solely  on  a  contract 
with  a  foreign  government.  If  the 
President  has  made  a  contract  to  build 
trucks  for  the  United  States,  nothing 
would  invalidate  such  a  contract. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  not  what  I 
was  saying,  and  the  Senator  knows  it.  I 
did  not  say  anything  about  contracts 
to  build  trucks  for  the  United  States. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  what  I  understood 
the  Senator  to  say. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  was  talking  about 
trucks  being  built  under  lend-lease  for 
some  foreign  country. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  they  would  be  built 
under  a  contract  with  an  American  truck 
company;  and  under  that  contract  the 
company  would  be  making  the  trucks 
for  the  United  States  Government.  The. 
contract  would- in  no  way  be  involved  by 
anything  contained  in  the  second  sec¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  the  title  would  be 
in  the  United  States  Government  and 
would  remain  there,  and  the  trucks  would 
be  made  to  fulfill  a  contract  between  the 
United  States  Government  and  some 
other  country  for  the  furnishing  of 
trucks.  The  Senator  will  not  deny  that. 

Mr.  TAFT?.  No;  but  there  is  nothing 
in  the  amendment  which  would  in  any 
way  involve  or  prevent  completion  of  the 
trucks.  When  we,  got  through  it  is  true 
we  would  have  the  trucks  on  our  hands, 
but  we  could  find  thousands  of  people  in 
this  country  who  would  be  more  than 
glad  to  have  an  opportunity  to  buy  them. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  But  would  it  be  bet¬ 
ter  to  sell  the  trucks  in  this  country?  We 
would  be  undertaking  to  make  other 
trucks  in  our  own  factories  in  the  United 
States,  and  we  would  be  undertaking  to 
employ  American  labor  in  the  process  of 
their  manufacture.  Would  it  be  more 
effective  to  sell  the  trucks  abroad  or  to 
bring  them  back  from  overseas  and  to 
sell  them  in  competition  with  trucks 
which  were  being  made  day  by  day,  by 
the  emploment  of  millions  of  our  own 
people? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  point  I  should  like  to 
make  is  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  no  way  affects  trucks  or  any 
other  material  which  might  have  been 
delivered  to  a  foreign  government.  I 
care  not  whether  the  title  is  in  our  coun¬ 
try  or  where  it  is;  we  would  have  fur¬ 
nished  the  material  to  the  foreign  gov- 
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ernment  and  there  it  would  be.  If  we 
wished  to  let  the  foreign  government 
have  it  for  nothing,  the  President  co^ld 
do  that  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act,  or  he 
might  agree  to  take  long-term  paper  for 
the  trucks,  or  he  might  do  anything  he 
pleased.  Nothing  contained  in  the 
amendment  would  in  any  way  limit  him. 
Once  the  President  has  given  such  ma¬ 
terial  to  a  foreign  government,  there  is 
no  limitation  on  him  in  respect  to  any¬ 
thing  else  he  may  wish  to  do  with  it. 

The  amendment  would  limit  the  Pres¬ 
ident  only  in  connection  with  the  carry¬ 
ing  out  of  a  contract  for  the  delivery  of 
goods.  As  I  interpret  the  section,  it  pro¬ 
vides  that  after  the  war  ends  the  Presi¬ 
dent  must  not  deliver  goods  under  such 
contracts  for  post-war  rehabilitation,  re¬ 
construction,  or  relief. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  yield?. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kentucky.  We  want  informa¬ 
tion,  and  I  am  willing  to  have  it  ob¬ 
tained  in  my  time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  So  long  as  the  war 
lasts  the  lend-lease  Administrator  may 
deliver  materials  to  foreign  governments. 
When  the  war  ends  he  may  not  deliver 
a  single  one  of  them  to  foreign  govern¬ 
ments  under  lend-lease,  because  they 
are  no  longer  needed  for  war  purposes. 
But  he  may  continue  to  deliver  them 
for  money.  I  am  trying  to  make  the 
point  that  to  allow  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  to  complete  delivery 
of  a  great  deal  of  this  property  and  re¬ 
ceive  cash  for  it  will  place  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  a  more-  flexible  and  advanta¬ 
geous  position  than  would  result  from 
trying  to  saw  the  situation  off  on  a  given 
day  like  the  butt  end  of  a  log.  The 
Senator  from  Nebraska  knows  what  I 
mean. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  certainly  understand 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  [Laugh¬ 
ter.] 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  We  cannot  saw  it  off 
at  any  time  like  the  butt  end  of  a  log. 
That  is  why,  nearly  5  years  ago,  recog¬ 
nizing  that  there  must  be  a  period  of 
liquidation  and  that  there  must  be  flex¬ 
ibility,  Congress  gave  the  Administra¬ 
tor^  years  in  which  to  liquidate  lend- 
lease.  It  was  recognized  that  judgment 
and  discretion  must  be  left  in  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  or  the  President  to  dispose 
of  this  property  at  the  greatest  possible 
advantage,  and  for  the  greatest  sum  of 
money  which  can  ultimately  be  re¬ 
ceived,  thereby  reducing  our  public  debt 
and  our  taxation.  That  is  what  we  are 
all  looking  forward  to. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  what  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  has  said,  and  I  wish  to  propound 
a  question  to  him  in  my  time. 

From  the  remarks  made  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  it  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  if  the  Taft  amendment  is 
adopted,  at  the  end  of  the  war  the  lend- 
lease  contracts  will  immediately  termi¬ 
nate.  Am  I  correct?  The  Senator  said 
the  contracts  would  be  cut  off  like  the 
butt  end  of  a  log. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  When  the  war  ends, 
either  by  proclamation  of  the  President 


or  by  a  concurrent  resolution  of  Con¬ 
gress,  further  ability  to  contract  will 
end. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  When  the  contracts 
were  terminated,  what  would  become  of 
the  trucks  which  the  Senator  mentioned, 
which  are  on  the  assembly  line?  Would 
the  President  have  full  authority,  un¬ 
der  the  Senator’s  interpretation,  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  dispose  of  that  property,  or 
would  it  be  turned  over  to  the  Surplus 
Property  Board? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Under  subsection  (c) 
of  section  3  of  the  original  act  the  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized  to  complete  those  con¬ 
tracts. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  If  a  contract  is  only 
partly  completed  the  President  has  the 
right  to  bring  about  its  completion.  He 
may  not  deliver  the  material  for  lend- 
lease,  but  he  has  the  right  to  dispose  of 
it.  I  would  not  argue  that  under  the  law 
establishing  the  Surplus  Property  Board, 
we  could  not  dispose  of  that  property  in 
some  fashion,  wherever  it  might  be.  My 
point  is  that  we  cannot  dispose  of  it  to 
as  great  advantage  by  putting  it  on  the 
market  and  selling  it  in  competition  with 
other  materials,  as  we  can  by  dealing 
with  the  Government  to  which  we  have 
assigned  the  property. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  majority 
leader  believe  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  would  be  in  a  better  posi¬ 
tion  to  dispose  of  that  property  than 
would  the  Surplus  Property  Board,  which 
inquires  into  all  such  matters? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  answer  to  the' 
question  is  “Yes.”  I  think  the  Surplus 
Property  Administrator,  who  really  does 
this  work,  will  be  in  better  position,  ad¬ 
vantageously,  to  dispose  of  the  property 
than  would  the  Surplus  Property  Board. 
That  is  not  altogether  the  fault  of  the 
Surplus  Property  Board,  because  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  confusion  in  the  interpre¬ 
tation  of  the  law  which  Congress  passed. 
I  think  that  we  shall  have  to  clarify  some 
of  the  provisions  of  the  law  in  the  not 
distant  future. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  so  that  I  may  propound 
a  question  to  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  A  moment  ago  I  ex¬ 
pressed  the  view  that  the  provision  in 
section  2  was  nullified  by  the  exception 
clause  contained  therein.  I  ask  the  Sen- . 
ator  from  Kentucky  why  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  place  the  exception  in  the  bill 
which  begins  at  line  10  and  ends  at  line 
20,  when,  if ’the  amendment  is  adopted, 
theje  will  appear  in  Public  Law  11  the 
following  language  in  respect  to  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  contracts:  g 

After  June  30,  1946,  or  after  the  passage  of 
a  concurrent  resolution  by  the  two  Houses 
before  June  30,  1946,  which  declares  that  the 
powers  conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  are  no  longer  necessary  to  promote 
the  defense  of  the  United  States,  neither  the 
President  nor  the  head  of  any  department 
or  agency  shall  exercise  any  of  the  powers 
conferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a); 
except  that  until  July  1,  1949 — 

This  is  the  language  to  which  I  am 
referring — 

any  of  such  powers  may  be  exercised  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  carry  out  a  contract  or 
agreement  with  such  a  foreign  government 


made  before  July  1,  1946  or  before  the  passage 
of  such  concurrent  resolution,  whichever  is 
the  earlier. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Louisiana. 
Does  the  Senator  have  15  minutes  left? 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  shall  not  trespass 
upon  the  Senator’s  time  any  further. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  the  light  of  the 
language  which  I  read,  I  should  like  to 
have  the  Senator  state  why  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  an  exception  in  section  2 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Because  the  first  part 
of  the  provision  on  page  2  is  an  effort 
to  interpret  an  existing  law.  The  House 
inserted  that  language  in  order  to  insure 
that  none  of  the  lend-lease  materials 
shall  be  considered  to  be  for  the  purpose 
of  rehabilitation,  reconstruction,  or  re¬ 
lief.  But  the  subsequent  language  was 
put  in  in  order  to  insure  that,  although 
the  authority  to  carry  out  the  terms  of 
the  contracts  was  provided  in  the  law 
when  originally  enacted,  it  shall  not  be 
regarded  as  -lend-lease  for  the  purpose  of 
rehabilitation,  relief^  or  reconstruction. 
The  fact  that  a  contract  is  carried  out, 
and  disposition  is  made  of  property  un¬ 
der  the  original  law,  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  be  reconstruction,  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  relief.  The  language  is  an  effort 
further  to  interpret  and  clarify  what 
Congress  had  in  mind  when  it  enacted 
the  law. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  understand  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  the  language  in 
subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  Public  Law 
11,  providing  how  a  contract  or  agree¬ 
ment  shall  be  terminated,  v/ould  not 
apply  to  the  disposition  of  lend-lease 
for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  or  post-war  reconstruction. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  My  interpretation, 
not  only  of  the  amendment  but  of  the 
original  act,  is  that  all  such  contracts 
were  made  for  war  purposes,  and  that 
when  the  war  ends  no  further  contracts 
may  be  made  for  war  purposes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Under  section  2  of 
the  bill  we  are  prohibiting  the  use  of 
lend-lease  for  post-war  relief.  I  cannot, 
for  the  life  of  me,  see  why  the  exception 
to  which  I  have  referred  must  be  made 
a  part  of  the  language  of  the  bill,  when 
we  already  have  the  language  in  section  3 
which  I  read. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Because  during  the 
3-year  period  following  the  termination 
of  the  war  we  prohibit  the  authorization 
of  these  materials  for  rehabilitation,  re¬ 
construction,  or  relief. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  unable  to  see 
how  that  construction  can  be  placed  on 
the  language  inasmuch  as  the  prohibition 
is  already  contained  in  the  law  which 
'was  enacted. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  want 
to  thank  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  for  his  observations  and  also  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Louisiana 
for  the  contribution  made  by  him.  This 
is  the  very  thing  that  I  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  majority  leader  yester¬ 
day.  In  the  light  of  the  explanation 
made  by  him,  it  resolve*  itself  down  to 
this:  Do  we  want  the  President  df  the 
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United  States  to  have  the  authority  to 
dispose  of  property  that  is  to  be  delivered 
after  the  war  terminates,  and  can  the 
President  of  the  United  States  do  a  better 
job  of  it  than  the  Surplus  Property 
Board?  That  is  the  way  it  looks  to  me, 
and  I  think  that  is  in  keeping  with  the 
answer  made  by  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader. 

I  feel  this  way  about  it:  There  is  no 
testimony  in  the  record  to  give  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  any  idea  as  to  what 
commitments  have  been  made  between 
those  in  authority  here  and  the  French 
Government.  I  understand  some  doubt 
is  evidenced  by  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  will  say  that  the  tes¬ 
timony  of  Mr.  Crowley  and  Mr.  Cox  was 
taken  in  the  committee  by  a  stenogra¬ 
pher.  I  do  not  know  why  the  testimony 
has  not  been  printed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  has  not  been  print¬ 
ed  in  the  Senate  record  and  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  not  in  the  House  record. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  It  has  not  been  print¬ 
ed,  but  I  say  that  both  those  gentlemen 
answered  satisfactorily  every  question 
asked  them  by  every  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  without  regard  to  politics. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  -I  might  say  to  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  that  regardless  of  the  com¬ 
mittees,  what  we  want  is  evidence 
brought  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States.  The  French  contract 
is  not  here;  we  do  not  know  with  cer¬ 
tainty  what  goods  or  materials  are  in¬ 
volved;  but  if  we  take  the  answers  made 
by  the  gentlemen  whom  the  majority 
leader  just  mentioned  we  find  that  prac¬ 
tically  all  the  commitments  made  to 
France  are  for  materials  that  are  other 
than  what  are  called  munitions  and  im¬ 
plements  of  war. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  there? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  nothing  iff 
the  testimony,  nothing  in  any  statement 
in  the  House  of  Representatives  or  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  committee  that  a  single 
pound  of  anything  was  committed  to 
France  that  is  not  essential  in  the  war. 
It  may  be  that  when  the  war  is  over  some 
of  this  stuff  will  be  left  over;  but  Mr. 
Crowley  and  Mr.  Cox  both  testified  un¬ 
equivocally  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
contract  that  provides  that  any  material 
shall  be  furnished  to  France  that  is  not 
a  war  material. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  appreciated  the  in¬ 
terest  and  the  answer  of  the  majority 
leader,  but  this  is  the  first  time  that  has 
been  brought  to  my  attention,  and  I 
have  no  other  way  of  knowing  except 
from  the  observation  of  the  distinguished 
majority  leader.  I  am  not  a  member  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  regret  that  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Crowley  and  the  state¬ 
ment  of  Mr.  Cox  have  not  been  printed. 
I  do  not  know  why  they  were  not,  unless 
the  committee  or  perhaps  the  chairman 
thought  that  inasmuch  as  the  report  on 
the  bill  was  unanimous  it  was  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  go  to  the  expense  of  printing  the 
hearings. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Let  me  suggest  to  the 
majority  leader  that  it  has  been  ru¬ 
mored — I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
true — that  a  commitment  of  $8,000,000,- 
000  has  been  made  to  Russia. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  That  is  absolutely 
untrue,  and  has  been  denied  categori¬ 
cally.  Of  course,  there  are  all  sorts  of 
rumors  around.  Mr.  Crowley  under¬ 
took  to  answer  all  of  them  in  the  state¬ 
ment  he  made  to  the  committee.  But 
there  is  no  commitment  of  any  kind  by 
Mr.  Crowley  or  anybody  else.  There 
have  been  newspaper  stories  that  Russia 
wanted  $6,000,000,000.  That  is  an  inde¬ 
pendent  matter,  and  has  nothing  to  do 
with  lend-lease.  That  is  for  reconstruc¬ 
tion  and  rehabilitation,  if  it  is  granted, 
and  it  is  a  matter  for  the  future,  which 
would  be  handled  by  an  entirely  different 
agency,  and  not  until  Congress  had  au¬ 
thorized  by  general  law  the  granting  of 
such  credit,  not  only  to  Russia  but  to  any 
other  country. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  want  to  thank  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
the  majority  leader.  That  is  the  first 
time  that  statement  has  ever  been  made 
where  I  could  hear  it  as  a  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  It  is  the  first  time 
I  have  ever  heard  a  word  of  explanation 
about  it.  Yet  we  are  asked  to  support 
legislation  which  I  think,  if  it  is  not 
amended  as  propose^  by  the  Senator 
•'from  bhio,  will  simply  write  a  blank 
check  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  can,  if  he  is  so  disposed, 
without  further  action  by  Congress,  make 
contracts  that  will  continue  for  1  year, 
under  which  goods  to  be  sent  across  the 
water  may  be  delivered  3  years  from  that 
time. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  The  Senator  said  a 
moment  ago  that  it  was  the  first  time 
he  had  ever  heard  such  a  statement  as 
that  made  by  me.  If  he  has  listened 
yesterday  to  the  very  able  speech  of  the 
Senator  from  Michigan,  who  is  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations*, 
and  who  propounded  some  13  questions 
to  Mr.  Crowley  and  Mr.  Cox,  he  would 
have  known  that  the  Senator  from  Mich¬ 
igan  stated  that  the  whole  program  of 
post-war  reconstruction  —  grants  and 
loans  and  credits — was  a  matter  to  be 
taken  up  independently  of  lend-lease, 
and  taken  up  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  he  wanted  a  blue¬ 
print  from  the  President  or  someone  else, 
as  we  all  do.  Congress  has  not  granted 
any  checking  authority  to  the  President, 
Congress  has  not  authorized  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  grant  any  credit  to  any  nation 
outside  lend-lease,  and  nobody  contem¬ 
plates,  least  of  all  the  President,  the 
making  of  any  such  commitments  until 
he  has  the  authority  to  do  so. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  X  do  not  understand, 
though,  that  even  the  French  agree¬ 
ment  has  been  put  in  any  record  or  that 
Mr.  Crowley  put  it  in  the  record  of  the 
hearings  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee.  He  certainly  did  not  put  them 
in  the  House  record,  because  I  have  it 


here;  nor  do  I  think  the  last  British 
agreement  was  put  in  the  record.  So  far 
as  I  know — and  I  raise  the  question — no 
recent  lend-lease  agreements  have  been 
put  in  the  record  of  the  Senate  hearing 
on  this  question,  and  we  are  wholly  with¬ 
out  information  as  to  what  those  agree¬ 
ments  are. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  in  conclusion  that  I 
trust  the  majority  leader  will  not  feel 
that  I  have  irritated  him,  although  he 
has  put  considerable  force  in  some  of 
his  answers.  Here  we  are  called  upon 
to  continue  lend-lease.  Some  of  us  be¬ 
lieve  in  lend-lease  so  far  as  it  will  help 
this  country  in  the  purposes  of  national 
defense;  but  I  want  to  go  on  record  as 
being  opposed  to  such  a  program  after 
this  war  terminates.  When  the  war  is 
concluded,  if  any  materials  are  being 
made  by  a  contractor  I  think  such  prop¬ 
erty  should  be  turned  over  as  Congress 
has  prescribed  under  the  Surplus  Prop¬ 
erty  Disposal  Act  and  should  be  disposed 
of  as  provided  by  statute.  I  think  the 
President  of  the  United  States  should 
no  longer  have  anything  to  say  about  it 
or  make  commitments  for  our  people  to 
any  other  country  under  the  terms  of  the 
bill  the  committee  reported  to  the  Senate. 

I  want  to  thank  the  majority  leader 
for  answering  my  questions,  because  he 
has  thrown  much  light  on  some  of  the 
things  said  about  certain  Government 
agencies  as  well  as  about  what  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  do  for  France  and  Russia  and 
some  other  countries  under  the  theory  of 
lend-lease.  I  think  that  anything  we 
might  do  for  those  countries  should  take 
the  form  of  a  loan. 

Mr-  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  There  is  no  particu¬ 
lar  opprobrium  to  be  attached  to  any¬ 
body  because  the  lend-lease  contracts 
have  not  been  put  into  the  Record.  It 
is  not  customary  for  us  to  put  all  con¬ 
tracts  between  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  and  other  countries  into 
the  Record.  The  only  chance  we  had  to 
discuss  this  question  was  when  Mr. 
Crowley  and  Mr.  Cox  appeared  before  the 
committee  on  the  bill  extending  the  lend- 
lease  law  to  June  30,  1946.  I  do  not  re¬ 
call  now  whether  the  French  contract 
was  made  a  part  of  the  testimony  ;  it  may 
not  have  been,  but  there  is  no  desire  to 
keep  it  secret.  The  Senator  knows  that 
every  time  the  Government  makes  a  con¬ 
tract  none  of  us  rush  to  put  it  into  the 
Record. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Once  again  I  want  to 
thank  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
for  his  contribution.  I  was  not  charging 
there  was  secrecy,  but  I  say  that  we  are 
called  upon  here  to  give  what  I  call  a 
blank  check  for  the  disposition  of  this 
property  which  comes  under  lend-lease 
contracts,  after  the  war  is  concluded, 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
ought  to  know  what  is  included  in  those 
commitments  if  we  are  to  vote  on  them. 
I  myself  do  not  know,  and  I  think  I 
speak  the  mind  of  most  other  Senators 
when  I  say  that  we  had  no  way  of  obtain¬ 
ing  this  information  until  we  got  it  from 
the  majority  leader  on  the  floor  this 
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afternoon.  I  thank  him.  I  am  more 
convinced  than  ever  that  the  purpose  of 
this  amendment  is  to  enable  us  to  pro¬ 
ceed  in  the  light  of  the  majority  leader’s 
speech,  so  that  when  the  war  terminates, 
if  there  are  on  hand  goods  of  value,  they 
should  be  properly  disposed  of  as  has 
already  been  provided  by  the  Surplus 
Property  Act. 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Taft  amendment.  I  am  very 
strongly  in  favor  of  this  country  extend¬ 
ing  post-war  loans,  and  even  relief, 
where  necessary  to  relieve  economic 
chaos  in  Europe  once  the  war  is  over; 
but  I  do  not  think  we  should  do  it  under 
the  Lend-Lease  Act.  It  was  not  intended 
for  that  purpose,  and  I  think  it  is  an 
abuse  of  the  power  which  Congress 
granted  the  Executive  to  use  it  for  such 
a  purpose. 

As  I  read  the  proviso  beginning  in 
line  6,  it  seems  to  me  the  language  which 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  seeks  to  strike 
out  completely  nullifies  the  first  part  of 
the  proviso,  because  it  provides  that  any 
contract  “which  provides  for  the  dispo¬ 
sition,  on  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
prescribed  by  the  President,  of  any  de¬ 
fense  articles  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be 
for  post-war  relief.” 

As  I  read  that,  it  means  that  if  we 
enter  into- a  contract  now  for  lend-lease 
aid,  and  perhaps  only  one-tenth  of  it 
has  been  delivered  when  the  war  in  Eu¬ 
rope  ends,  the  President  can  proceed  to 
manufacture  the  other  nine-tenths  under 
the  contract  and  deliver  it  under  any 
kind  of  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
which  he  fixes,  and  obviously  it  would  be 
for  post-war  relief  or  rehabilitation,  be¬ 
cause  the  war  would  be  over. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  raised 
the  question  of  what  we  are  going  to  do 
at  the  time  the  war  ends  about  property 
which,  under  contract,  has  already  been 
delivered  in  a  country  across  the  water. 
I  certain  do  not  think  any  Senator  would 
insist  on  bringing  all  that  property  back 
to  the  United  States  and  disposing  of  it 
here.  If  the  language  of  the  proviso 
could  be  so  altered  that  it  would  apply 
only  to  the  President’s  authority  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  property  which  had  already  been 
delivered  under  a  contract,  I  do  not  think 
there  would  be  any  opposition  to  the  pro¬ 
viso;  and  if  that  can  be  worked  out  in 
conference,  I  certainly  shall  support  it. 
But  as  I  read  the  language,  it  would  not 
apply  only  to  materials  which  had  been 
delivered.  If  the  contract  with  France, 
for  instance,  had  been  only  10  percent 
delivered,  under  this  provision  the  Presi¬ 
dent  could  proceed  to  manufacture  in 
this  country  the  remaining  90  percent 
and  deliver  it  to  France  on  any  kind  of 
terms  and  conditions  he  agreed  to.  I 
think  that  is  definitely  a  loan  or  sale  of 
some  kind  for  post-war  rehabilitation  of 
France,  and,  as  I  have  said,  it  nullifies 
the  first  part  of  the  proviso. 

I  think  we  will  probably  desire  to  grant 
some  post-war  credit  to  France  for  re¬ 
construction,  but  let  us  do  it  on  that 
basis,  and  not  do  it  under  the  guise  of  a 
lend-lease  contract  to  help  win  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  take 
my  time  on  the  bill.  I  think  it  has  been 
made  very  clear  now  that  there  is  no 


intention  to  interfere  in  any  way  with 
what  has  already  been  delivered  to  for¬ 
eign  countries.  It  has  been  delivered, 
it  is  there,  we  cannot  get  it  back,  unless 
they  give  it  to  us.  They  may  owe  it  to 
us.  A  tremendous  amount  of  it  has  been 
completely  destroyed.  The  President  is 
given  power  under  the  Lend-Lease  Act 
to  say,  “You  can  have  that  for  nothing,” 
or  to  fix  the  compensation  which  is  to  be 
paid  for  it,  and  he  may  do  so  on  terms 
of  cash  or  on  terms  of  a  loan.  That  is 
agreeable  to  me,  and  that  does  not  affect 
this  bill  in  any  way. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
provide  that  the  President  may  not  after 
the  end  of  the  war  continue  to  carry  out 
any  longer  a  contract  for  the  delivery 
of  stuff  which  was  previously  contracted 
for. 

Mr.  BALL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  one  question,  be¬ 
cause  my  time  is  very  limited. 

Mr.  BALL.  Is  it  not  the  Senator’s 
opinion  that  the  language  he  seeks  to 
strike  out  actually  broadens  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  authority  under  the  act? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  it  does,  because  it 
provides  that  if  a  certain  thing  is  done 
With  a  lend-lease  contract  there  is  an 
exemption  from  all  the  provisions  about 
not  selling  for  post-war  relief,  post-war 
rehabilitation,  post-war  construction. 
If  there  was  a  desire  to  write  the  first 
part  of  the  program  and  then  provide 
how  the  President  could  dispose  of  the 
property,  that  would  be  one  thing,  but 
why  this  peculiar  and  ambiguous  lan¬ 
guage,  which  excepts  from  the  post-war 
castigation,  if  we  may  call  it  that,  any 
contract  which  contains  the  one  pro¬ 
vision  that  the  President  may  sell  the 
property?  If  that  is  inserted,  then  the 
whole  contract  is  exempted. 

Undoubtedly  that  is  included  to  take 
care  of  the  French  contract,  which,  ob¬ 
viously,  I  think  was  made  for  post-war 
purposes.  I  am  not  so  much  concerned 
even  about  that  contract,  but  it  sets  an 
example  so  that  exactly  the  same  thing 
-can  be  done  with  the  British,  the  same 
thing  can  be  done  with  the  Russians,  the 
same  thing  can  be  done  with  any  other 
country.  The  property  may  be  de¬ 
scribed  as  being  for  war  purposes,  of 
course,  if  the  war  is  going  on.  We  have 
been  feeding  Great  Britain  foodstuffs. 
The  simplest  kinds  of  commodities  are 
defense  articles,  and  they  can  be  in¬ 
cluded,  and  the  only  question  is  whether 
they  are  delivered  before  the  end  of  the 
war  or  after  the  end  of  the  war.  Cer¬ 
tainly  foodstuffs  delivered  after  the  end 
of  the  war  are  for  post-war  rehabilita¬ 
tion,  and  the  mere  fact  .that  we  reserve 
the  right  to  sell  them  should  not  change 
that  result. 

Even  if  there  is  anything  in  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  I 
think  the  purpose  should  be  indicated 
in  much  clearer  language,  and  not  in 
language  which  attempts  to  exempt  cer¬ 
tain  kinds  of  contracts. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  there  be  in¬ 
serted  at  this  point  in  my  remarks  the 
joint  statement  of  the  State  and  Treas¬ 
ury  Departments  and  the  F.  E.  A.  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  French  contract,  released  to 
the  press  March  4, 1945,  appearing  in  the 
State  Department  official  bulletin, 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

JOINT  STATEMENT  BY  STATE  AND  TREASURY 
DEPARTMENTS  AND  F.  E.  A. 

Joseph  C.  Grew,  Acting  Secretary  of  State, 
Henry  Morgenthau,  Jr.,  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  and  Leo  T.  Crowley,  Foreign  Eco¬ 
nomic  Administrator,  acting  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  on  lend-lease 
and  reverse  lend-lease  discussions  with  Jean 
Monnet,  representative  of  the  Provisional 
Government  of  the  French  Republic,  made 
the  following  statement  on  February  28: 

“Three  agreements  relating  to  lend-lease 
and  reverse  lend-lease  aid  have  been  con¬ 
cluded  with  the  French:  (1)  A  master  agree¬ 
ment  identical  with  those  entered  into  with 
the  United  Kingdom,  China,  the  Soviet 
Union,  and  other  countries;  (2)  a  reciprocal 
aid  agreement  similar  to  those  entered  into 
with  the  United  Kingdom,  Australia,  New 
Zealand,  and  others;  and  (3)  an  agreement 
under  section  3  (c)  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

"The  first  two  agreements  with  the  French 
are  based  on  the  same  principles  as  the  lend- 
lease  and  reverse  lend-lease  agreements  made 
by  the  United  States  with  our  other  allies. 
The  third  agreement  is  the  first  to  be  con¬ 
cluded  with  any  of  the  United  Nations.  A 
similar  agreement  is  in  negotiation  with  the 
Soviet  Union. 

The  underlying  fundamental  principle  of 
the  lend-lease  agreements  is  the  one  previ¬ 
ously  laid  down  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States:  “Until  the  unconditional  sur¬ 
render  of  both  Japan  and  Germany,  we 
should  continue  the  lend-lease  program  on 
whatever  scale  is  necessary  to  make  the 
combined  striking  power  of  all  the  United 
Nations  against  our  enemies  as  overwhelm¬ 
ing  and  as  effective  as  we  can  make  it.” 

All  of  the  supplies,  services,  and  informa¬ 
tion  covered  by  the  agreements  with  the 
French  Provisional  Government  are  directly 
connected  with  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 
The  basic  purpose  of  the  whole  program  is  to 
enable  all  French  resources  and  the  whole 
French  Nation — soldiers,  workers,  producers, 
and  farmers— to  be  mobilized  and  used  for 
the  war  against  the  common  enemy.  Sup¬ 
plies,  services,  and  information  solely  for  re¬ 
construction  or  rehabilitation  purposes  are 
excluded  from  these  agreements.  Supplies 
required  by  the  French  solely  for  post-war 
purposes-  will  have  to  be  handled  by  other 
means  since  the  Lend-Lease  Act  is,  and  is 
being  administered  as,  a  war-supply  measure. 
Economic  and  financial  cooperation  by  all  the 
United  Nations  in  many  different  ways  will 
doubtless  be  required  to  meet  such  post-war 
problems.  Effective  action  in  this  field  will 
require  both  international  and  national  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  respective  governments,  including 
in  many  cases  legislative  action. 

As  in  the  case  of  other  lend-lease  countries, 
the  amounts  and  types  of  materials,  services, 
etc.,  which  are  to  be  supplied  under  these 
lend-lease  agreements  continue  to  be  subject, 
as  always,  to  adjustments  from  time  to  time 
in  accordance  with  the  changing  conditions 
of  the  war.  When  finished  munitions  are 
produced  and  available  for  delivery,  they  are 
assigned  by  the  Munitions  Assignments  Board 
under  the  direction  of  the  combined  Chiefs 
of  Staff  in  the  light  of  the  strategic  consider¬ 
ations  prevailing  at  the  time  of  the  assign¬ 
ment.  Similar  procedures  are  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  in  effect  for  other  war  supplies 
that  each  country  may  make  available  to  the 
other. 

The  United  States  has  already  furnished 
France,  under  lend-lease,  with  guns,  ammu¬ 
nition,  tanks,  and  other  finished  munitions 
and  supplies  for  eight  French  divisions,  and 
300  supporting  units,  aggregating  in  all  zones 
225,000  men,  in  addition  to  a  French  air  force 
of  about  15,000  men.  In  the  words  of  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  Stimson: 
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“During  the  past  year  of  operations  some 
of  those  French  divisions  fought  superbly 
by  the  side  of  our  American  troops  in  the 
Fifth  Army  in  the  very  difficult  campaign  up 
through  the  Italian  Peninsula.  Thereafter, 
these  French  troops  took  an  indispensable 
part  in  the  landing  in  southern  France  in 
support  of  our  invasion  of  Normandy,  re¬ 
sulting  in  the  capture  of  the  ports  of  Mar¬ 
seille  and  Toulon,  the  triumphant  march  up 
the  Rhone  Valley  through  Lyons,  and  the 
successful  junction  with  General  Eisen¬ 
hower’s  forces  on  the  German  frontier.  It 
is  proper  to  say  ‘indispensable’  because  with¬ 
out  those  French  divisions  the  American 
forces  alone  could  not  have  carried  through 
that  campaign  with  any  comparable  saving 
of  losses  on  our  side.  As  it  was,  those  losses 
were  at  a  minimum.  Subsequently,  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  French  First  Army,  these  same 
French  troops  have  helped  effectuate  the  res¬ 
cue  of  the  Province  of  Alsace,  including  Stras¬ 
bourg,  and  the  present  holding  of  the  upper 
Rhine  boundary.” 

Supplies  to  equip  additional  French  divi¬ 
sions  and  units  will  be  furnished  under  lend- 
lease  pursuant  -to  the  terms  of  these  agree¬ 
ments. 

War  production  materials  and  other  vital 
supplies  and  services  will  be  furnished  by  the 
United  States  to  the  French  under  these 
agreements  on  lend-lease  until  a  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  President  that  they  are  no  longer 
necessary  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 
After  this  determination,  the  French  may 
under  the  3  (c)  agreement  continue  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  undelivered  balances  of  certain 
supplies  in  the  program  and  to  pay  for  them 
on  specified  credit  terms,  with  the  reserved 
right  to  have  the  programs  or  contracts  can¬ 
celed  upon  paying  the  United  States  its  out- 
of-pocket  costs.  The  United  States  agrees 
to  deliver  the  programed  supplies  to  the 
French,  after  this  determination  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  unless  the  President  determines  that 
it  is  not  in  our  national  interest  to  do  so. 

The  maximum  aid  to  be  furnished  the 
French  by  the  United  States  under  the  3  (c) 
agreement  is  specified  in  two  schedules.  The 
articles  and  services  in  schedule  1  and  their 
estimated  maximum  cost  are  as  follows: 


$840,  000,  000 

185,  000,  000 
132,  000,  000 

48,  000,  000 


250,  000,  000 
220,  000,  000 


1,  675,  000,  000 

The  supplies  and'  services  to  be  furnished 
under  schedule  1  include  such  items  as  cot¬ 
ton  for  the  production  of  cotton  duck  for 
tents  and  other  textiles  for  the  armed  forces, 
rubber  for  the  production  of  tires  for  mili¬ 
tary  vehicles,  and  similar  war-production 
materials.  They  also  include  other  vital 
supplies  such  as  petroleum,  hand  tools  and 
trucks  for  war  production  and  other  essen¬ 
tial  operations,  and  food  and  medical  sup¬ 
plies  for  war  workers  and  others  of  the 
French  people  so  that  they  can  fight,  pro¬ 
duce,  and  work  most  effectively  in  the  win¬ 
ning  of  the  war. 

Supplies  and  services  under  schedule  1 
do  not  include  finished  armament,  etc.,  for 
the  use  of  French  military  forces.  Up  to  the 
extent  that  they  are  not  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  joint  war  effort  by  the  President, 
any  undelivered  balances  of  schedule  1  items 
may,  subject  to  the  reservation  of  the  Pres¬ 


Raw  materials  for  war  use  and 
essential  civilian  supply 
(cotton,  metals,  steel,  chem¬ 
icals,  synthetic  rubber, 
drugs,  medical  supplies, 

etc.) _ 

Food  (milk,  pulses,  edible  oils, 

oilseed,  seeds) _ 

Petroleum  supplies _ 

French  prisoner-of-war  sup¬ 
plies _ 

Short  life  manufacturing 
equipment  for  war  produc¬ 
tion  _ 

Freight  charges  (rental  and 
charter  of  vessels ) _ 


ident  to  withhold  in  the  national  interest, 
be  acquired  by  the  French.  Such  items  are 
to  be  paid  for  by  the  French  in  30  annual  in¬ 
stallments  beginning  July  1,  1946,  or  on  the 
1st  day  of  July  following  delivery  with  inter¬ 
est  at  2%  percent  per  annum. 

In  addition  to  these  supplies  and  mate¬ 
rials  provided  under  schedule  1,  certain  cate¬ 
gories  of  long-life  capital  goods  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  under'  schedule  2  to  enable  France  to 
produce  and  transport  military  equipment 
and  other  war  goods  for  our  combined  forces. 
This  will  reduce' the  burden  on  our  own  out¬ 
put  of  such  goods  and  will  save  vital  ship¬ 
ping.  These  long-life  capital  goods  which 
have  a  war-connected  use  are  to  be  sup¬ 
plied  to  the  French  who  agree  to  pay  for 
them  in  full  against  20  percent  down  pay¬ 
ment  on  delivery  and  the  balance  in  equal 
annual  installments  within  not  to  exceed 
30  years,  with  interest  at  2%  percent  per 
annum.  - 

The  articles  and  services  in  schedule  2  and 
their  estimated  maximum  cost  are  as  follows: 


Locomotives _ $200,  000,  000 

Railroad  cars _  120,  000,  000 

Merchant  marines _  140,  000,  000 

Harbor  watercraft _  32,  000,  000 

Fishing  fleet _  8,  000,  000 

Inland  watercraft  (barges) _  50,000,000 

Metal-working  machinery _  100,  000,  000 

Industrial  equipment _  150,  000,  000 

Machinery  for  mines,  arsenals, 

etc _  100,  000,  000 


Total _  900,  000,  000 

These  long-life  articles  are  being  furnished 
under  section  3  (c)  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act 
and  are  put  on  these  terms  because,  while 
they  have  an  important  and  useful  part  to 
play  in  the  war,  a  large  part  of  their  useful¬ 
ness  may  also  serve  post-war  purposes.  Un¬ 
der  the  agreement  production  and  delivery 
will  not  have  to  stop  on  these  goods,  even 
though  the  war  should  end  before  they  were 
finished.  The  French  agree  to  take  and  pay 
for  such  goods  and  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  can  proceed  with  an  orderly  liqui¬ 
dation  of  the  lend-lease  contracts  in  the 
manner  provided  for  under  section  3  (c)  of 
the  Lend-Lease  Act.  The  program  for  long¬ 
life  equipment  of  this  character  is  subject 
to  substantially  the  same  limitations  as  apply 
to  schedule  1. 

Both  of  these  programs  are  subject  to 
periodic  review  in  the  light  of  the  war  con¬ 
ditions  and  particularly  after  the  end  of  the 
European  war{  Such  reviews  will  have  as 
their  central  objective  the  carrying  out  of 
the  intent  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act.  From  the 
beginning  of  the  program  in  March  of  1941, 
lend-lease  aid  has  been  extended  for  one  pur¬ 
pose — and  for  one  purpose  only — the  defense 
of  the  United  States  and  to  enable  our  allies 
to  bring  the  full  weight  of  their  men  and 
resources  to  bear  against  our  common 
enemies.  Accordingly,  it  is  understood  be¬ 
tween  the  two  Governments  that  the  United 
States  has  a  broad  power  to  cancel  or  re¬ 
voke  procurement  programs  or  contracts  if 
the  President  determines  that  it  is  in  our 
national  interest  to  do  so.  Actual  delivery 
will  always  be  subject  to  the  development 
of  the  military  situation,  and  the  changing 
demands  of  strategy,  as  well  as  to  economic 
and  financial  factors  which  affect  our  na¬ 
tional  interest. 

The  reciprocal-aid  agreement — the  second 
of  the  agreements  noted  above — has  been 
made  retroaction  to  D-day  in  order  to  cover 
supplies  and  services  provided  to  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  by  the  French 
since  that  time  and  without  payment  by  us. 

The  supplies  and  services  being  furbished 
to  us  by  the  French  under  reverse  lend-lease 
include  textiles,  military-vericle  tires,  bat¬ 
teries,  telephone  wire,  chemicals,  and  other 
vital  war  materials,  railroad  and  port  facili¬ 
ties  and  services,  hotels,  warehouses,  and 
other  facilities  and  services.  The  French 


have  placed  their  industrial  production,  in¬ 
sofar  as  it  can  be  brought  into  operation,  at 
the  service  of  the  common  war  effort. 

The  reciprocal-aid  agreement  reaffirms  the 
central  principle  that  the  French  are  to  ren¬ 
der  us  benefits  on  reverse  lend-lease  thus 
putting  into  effect  the  kind  of  combined  war 
supply  operations  which  have  previously 
been  so  effective  in  aiding  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  to  progress  to  victory  over  the  common 
enemies. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  the  French 
contract  undertakes  first  to  provide  for 
some  military  supplies,  and  of  course  no 
one  objects  to  that.  It  is  to  equip  addi¬ 
tional  French  divisions.  Then  it  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  provide  for  $1,675,000,000  worth 
of  raw  materials,  cotton,  metals,  steel, 
chemicals,  rubber,  drugs,  medical  sup¬ 
plies,  milk,  pulses,  edible  oils,  oil  seed, 
seeds,  oil;  and  short-life  manufacturing 
equipment  for  war  production,  $259,000,- 
G00.  That  is  rather  significant,  when  we 
turn  to  the  other  category  and  find  that 
we  are  putting  up  $100,000,000  worth  of 
metal  working  machinery,  $150,000,000 
worth  of  industrial  equipment,  and  $100.- 
000,000  worth  of  machinery  for  mines, 
arsenals,  and  so  forth,  which  is  not  ap¬ 
parently  short-life  equipment  for  war 
production.  It  is  contrasted.  They  built 
up  two  things.  Evidently  the  latter  were 
clearly  intended  for  post-war  delivery. 
As  a  matter  of  physical  possibility,  hardly 
any  of  this  two  and  a  half  billion  dollars 
worth  of  material  can  be  or  will  be  de¬ 
livered  before  the  end  of  the  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  referred  to  the 
French  contract.  But  it  is  said  that  if  the 
war  should  continue  for  2  years,  all  those 
materials  could  properly  be  used  for  war 
purposes,  so  Mr.  Crowley  can  say,  “We  do 
not  furnish  anything  that  is  not  for  war 
purposes.”  But  the  actual  conditions  are 
such  that  as  a  matter  of  fact  some  of  it  is 
for  post-war  relief,  and  it  is  expressly 
excepted  by  this  language.  In  fact,  the 
language  is  drawn  for  the  purpose  of  ex¬ 
cepting  it,  so  that  we  can  sell  to  France 
oh  credit — and  the  agreement  provides 
for  terms — up  to  two  and  one-half  bil¬ 
lion  dollars  worth  or  we  may  say  up  to 
-$2,000,000,000  worth  which  is  left.  “Such 
items  are  to  be  paid  for  by  the  French 
in  30  annual  installments  beginning 
July  1,  1946,  or  oh  the  first  day  of 
2%  percent  per  annum.”  That  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  whole  two  and  a  half  bil¬ 
lion  dollars.  It  is  an  authority  to  make 
a  loan  to  France. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  British  agree¬ 
ment  is — I  have  not  a  copy  of  it — but  I 
do  know  that  it  was  freely  rumored,  and 
was  printed  in  News  Week  on  November 
20,  that  at  Quebec  Prime  Minister 
Churchill  had  made  certain  demands,  as 
follows: 

1.  That  in  the  first  12  months  after  the 
defeat  of  Germany,  Great  Britain  shall  re¬ 
ceive  from  us  $3,500,000,000  of  so-called  mili¬ 
tary  lend-lease  material.  This  would  include 
such  things  as  rolling  stock  and  many  other 
materials  which,  although  necessary  to  war, 
also  would  be  useful  for  post-war  purposes. 

2.  That  in  addition  Great  Britain  shall 
also  receive  during  this  period  $3,000,000,000 
of  nonwar  supplies,  such  as  raw  materials, 
tools,  and  so  forth,  needed  by  the  British 
for  post-war  reconversion. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr.  TAFT.  I  regret  I  have  no  time  to 
yield  at  present  because  of  the  limitation 
on  debate. 

Details  of  the  agreement  were  made 
public  in  a  joint  statement  by  Mr.  Crow¬ 
ley,  Secretary  Stettinius,  and  Secretary 
Morgenthau  on  November  30.  The  New 
York  Times  article  said: 

The  new  arrangements,  which  will  go  into 
effect  when  the  Reich  falls,  provide  for  $5,- 
500,000,000— 

Reduced  from  $6,500,000,000  to  $5,500,- 
000,000,  but  otherwise  much  the  same — 
of  lend-lease  aid  to  Britain  in  the  ensuing 
year — 

After  the  Reich  falls,  after  the  end  of 
the  German  war — 
of  which  $2,700,000,000 — 

Instead  of  the  $3,500,000,000  in  the 
bill- 

will  be  munitions  and  $2,800,000,000  non¬ 
munitions  items,  including  about  $800,000,- 
000  worth  of  petroleum  products. 

The  three  officials  said  that  the  new 
arrangement  represented  no  change  in 
the  policy  which  precluded  commercial 
export  of  articles  received  under  lend- 
lease. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  agreement 
has  been  closed;  but  certainly  under  the 
language  I  am  trying  to  strike  out  we 
could  proceed  and  make  that  agreement 
with  Great  Britain  just  as  we  made  the 
French  agreement,  and  exactly  like  it, 
knowing  full  well  that  four  or  five  billion 
dollars  of  it  is  not  to  be  delivered  until 
after  the  war.  We  could  go  right  ahead 
and  make  that  contract,  and  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  would  entirely  exempt 
it  from  the  general  prohibition  of  the 
act  against  carrying  out  post-war  re¬ 
habilitation,  reconstruction,  and  relief. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  perfectly 
obvious  that  we  should  carry  out  the 
policy  of  Congress.  If  there  is  any  diffi¬ 
culty  in  disposing  of  surplus  property, 
the  President,  if  he  does  not  have  the 
power  under  the  Surplus  Property  Act, 
which  I  think  he  has,  can  come  back  and 
ask  for  it.  But  certainly  the  policy  of 
Congress,  as  I  understand  it,  and  of  ev¬ 
ery  Senator  who  has  spoken  on  the  floor, 
is  expressed  in  these  words: 

Provided,  however,  That  nothing  in  section 
3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  con¬ 
tract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  for  post-war  relief,  post-war  rehabili¬ 
tation,  or  post-war  reconstruction. 

My  amendment  would  insert  a  period 
at  that  point  and  strike  out  the  remain¬ 
der  of  section  2. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  care  to  repeat  myself  in  respect 
to  my  position  as  indicated  yesterday  in 
my  address  to  the  Senate,  but  I  desire  to 
state  very  briefly  why  I  intend  to  vote 
for  the  amendment  submitted  by  the  able 
Senator  from  Ohio. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  disagree¬ 
ment  between  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Barkley]  and  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  in  respect  to  the  ultimate  ob¬ 
jectives.  We  are  all  in  agreement  that 
lend-lease  must  not  be  used  directly  or 
indirectly,  by  subterfuge  or  otherwise, 
for  post-war  relief,  rehabilitation,  and 
reconstruction.  I  think  we  must  also  all 


agree  that  there  must  be  some  sort  of  a 
liquidation  formula  in  respect  to  the 
lend-lease  hang-over  when  hostilities  are 
concluded. 

The  language  which  the  able  Senator 
from  Ohio  is  seeking  to  strike  from  the 
bill  deals  with  this  hang-over.  It  is  the 
liquidation  clause.  It  gave  me  great 
trouble  when  it  was  before  the  Foreign 
Relations  Committee.  We  discussed  it 
at  length.  It  occurred  1;o  me  that  a 
liquidation  period,  to  begin  with,  of  3 
years,  was  out  of  character  with  our 
purpose  to  terminate  lend-lease  at  the 
end  of  the  war.  We  discussed  with  Mr. 
Crowley  the  possibility  of  reducing  this 
period  to  2  years  or  1  year. 

IVJEr.  Crowley  agreed  at  one  point  that 
it  might  be  reduced  to  2  years ;  but  in  the 
final  analysis  the  committee  took  Mr. 
Crowley’s  view  that  the  purpose  of  this 
proviso  is  all  in  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  itself,  all  in  the  interests 
of  an  orderly  liquidation  of  lend-lease 
obligations.  I  still  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  for  that  point  of  view,  and 
I  am  not  quarreling  with  the  able  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kentucky  in  his  presentation 
of  the  matter  at  all. 

On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  President,  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  apparent  that  under 
the  terms  of  the  House  bill  it  is  perfectly 
possible  for  a  new  lend-lease  commit¬ 
ment  to  be  made  24  hours  before  the  end 
of  hostilities,  and  it  becomes  very 
problematical  then  whether,  even  though 
it  amounts  to  billions  of  dollars,  it  is  not 
covered  into  this  authority  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  continue  that  lend-lease  contract 
into  the  future  for  at  least  3  years  on  the 
basis  of  a  post-war  settlement  by  the  Al¬ 
lied  country  which  is  the  beneficiary  of 
the  arrangement. 

I  confess  that  I  do  not  like  the  implica¬ 
tion  of  a  two  and  one-half  billion  dollar 
lend-lease  commitment  being  made  on 
the  very  eve  of  what  we  hope  will  soon 
be  the  termination  of  hostilities.  It 
seems  to  me  that  that  can  carry  within 
itself  the  very  implication  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  intended  to  carry  over  into  the 
post-war  period. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  come  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  which  I  shall  state  and  then  take 
my  seat.  I  think  there  is  a  necessity  for 
a  clause  providing  for  liquidation,  which 
is  the  purpose  of  the  clause  which  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  seeks  to  strike.  1 
think  there  is  a  serious  question  as  to 
whether  the  actual  language  before  us 
accomplishes  *the  purpose  we  all  have  in 
mind.  I  shall  vote  to  strike  it  so  far  as 
the  Senate  is  concerned,  so  that  the  con¬ 
ference  committee  may  explore  the  sub¬ 
ject  with  a  further  inquiry  into  all  the 
various  phases  of  the  matter  which  have 
been  raised  in  the  course  of  this  debate. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft]. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  On  this  question  the 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered,  have 
they  not? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
yeas  and  nays  have  been  ordered,  yes. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 


The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Aiken 

Green 

O’Daniel 

Austin 

Guffey 

O’Mahoney 

Bailey 

Gurney 

Overton 

Ball 

Hart 

Pepper 

Bankhead 

Hatch 

Radcliffe 

Barkley 

Hawkes 

Reed 

Bilbo 

Hayden 

Revercomb 

Brewster 

Hickenlooper 

Russell 

Briggs 

Hill 

Saltonstall 

Brooks 

Hoey 

Shipstead 

Buck 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Smith 

Burton 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Taft 

Bushfield 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Taylor 

Butler 

La  Follette 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Capehart 

Langer 

Tobey 

Capper 

Lucas 

Tunnell 

Chavez 

McCarran 

Vandenberg 

Connally 

McClellan 

Wagner 

Cordon 

McFarland 

Walsh 

Donnell 

McMahon 

Wheeler 

Downey 

Magnuson 

Wherry 

Eastland 

Millikin 

White 

Ellender 

Moore 

Wiley 

Ferguson 

Morse 

Willis 

Fulbright 

Murdock 

Wilson 

George 

Murray 

Gerry 

Myers 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Seventy- 
nine  Senators  have  answered  to  their 
names.  A  quorum  is  present. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Senate  or  prevent 
an  immediate  vote  on  this  question;  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  issue  is  greatly 
confused.  I-t  ought  to  be  clear  what  we 
are  doing,  if  we  are  to  do  anything  about 
it. 

When  we  enacted  the  original  lend- 
lease  law  it  contained  this  provision: 

After  June  30,  1943 — 

That  was  the  original  termination 
date — 

or  after  the  passage  of  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  by  the  two  Houses  before  June  30, 
1943,  which  declares  that  the  powers  con¬ 
ferred  by  or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  are 
no  longer  necessary  to  promote  the  defense 
of  the  United  States,  neither  the  President 
nor  the  head  of  any  department  or  agency 
shall  exercise  any  of  the  powers  conferred  by 
or  pursuant  to  subsection  (a)  — 

This  is  the  exception  which  was  in  the 
original  act — 

except  that  until  July  1,  1946,  any  of  such 
powers  may  be  exercised  to  the  extent  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  a  contract  or  agreement 
with  such  a  foreign  government  made  before 
July  1,  1943,  or  before  the  passage  of  such 
concurrent  resolution,  whichever  is  the 
earlier. 

That  is  the  original  law.  It  was  in¬ 
tended  that  we  were  to  arm  the  countries 
whose  defense  was  regarded  as  essential 
to  our  own  defense.  Who  can  say  how 
much  shorter  this  horrible  war  has  been 
made  by  the  exercise  of  the  lend-lease 
powers,  even  though  we  may  think  they 
have  been  abused,  than  if  those  powers 
had  not  been  granted  by  the  Congress? 
If  the  war  has  been  shortened  1  hour, 
and  one  single  American  life  has  been 
saved,  I  shall  never  be  an  apologist  for 
the  passage  of  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

I  have  read  from  the  original  act.  In 
the  House,  when  the  present  proposal  to 
renew  the  act  was  brought  forth,  it  was 
proposed  to  amend  the  section  which  I 
have  just  read,  which  is  subsection  (c)  of 
section  3,  by  striking  out  the  period  after 
the  word  “earlier”,  inserting  a  semicolon, 
and  the  following  new  language:  “ Pro¬ 
vided ,  however,  That  nothing  in  section 
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3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any 
contract  or  agreement  with  a  foreign 
government  for  post-war  relief,  post-war 
rehabilitation,  or  post-war  reconstruc¬ 
tion.” 

Then  a  new  exception  was  inserted. 
Why?  For  the  purpose  of  saving  the 
original  provision  of  the  act  itself;  for 
the  purpose  of  preserving  the  original 
intent  and  purpose  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  That  was  the  only  pur¬ 
pose.  Without  this  exception  nothing 
could  be  done  by  the  President  by  way 
of  a  contract  or  agreement  with  a  for¬ 
eign  country  at  the  time  he  makes  an 
advance  under  lend-lease,  which  would 
not  be  condemned.  Look  at  it  for  a  mo" 
ment  and  see  if  that  is  not  true.  Is  it 
conceivable  that  anything  that  is  on 
hand  after  the  actual  termination  of  the 
Lend-Lease  Act  by  its  terms,  which  is 
now  proposed  to  be  made  June  30,  1946, 
or  earlier  if  we  pass  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  in  Congress,  could  be  used?  What 
could  the  President  forfend?  What 
could  he  liquidate  in  advance?  What 
agreement  could  he  make  which  would 
be  advantageous  to  the  country?  With 
the  adoption  of  the  Taft  amendment  he 
would  be  absolutely  forbidden  to  do  any¬ 
thing  after  the  actual  termination  date 
of  the  act  which  might  tend  to  the  ppst- 
war  rehabilitation,  reconstruction,  or  re¬ 
lief  of  any  other  country.  Of  course,  the 
law  might  be  applicable  to  mere  shot  and 
shell  which  had  been  fired,  but  it  could 
not  apply  to  anything  except  a  limited 
category  of  explosives,  or  something 
which  was  wholly  consumed.  It  could 
not  apply  to  a  jeep.  It  could  not  apply 
to  a  gun,  a  gun  carriage,  or  a  piece  of 
rubber.  It  could  not  apply  to  a  railroad 
car  or  a  railroad  locomotive.  It  could 
not  apply  to  blankets,  shoes,  or  anything 
else.  To  adopt  the  language  which  the 
House  inserted,  as  proposed  to  be  bob¬ 
tailed  through  the  Taft  amendment, 
would  be  to  nullify  the  original  provision 
of  the  Lend-Lease  Act. 

Do  we  wish  to  do  that?  If  we  do,  I 
think  we  ought  to  understand  it  very 
thoroughly.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
country  will  misunderstand  it.  I  am 
very  sure  that  the  country  wiil  not  mis¬ 
understand  our  action  here  today. 

Senators  speak  of  the  Surplus  Prop¬ 
erty  Board  as  though  it  could  step  into 
the  shoes  of  the  lend-lease  Administra¬ 
tor  and  execute  all  his  functions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  everything  that  we  have  all  over 
the  world. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  rise  merely  to  suggest 
that  the  Surplus  Property  Board  is  go¬ 
ing  to  do  that  very  thing  with  respect  to 
billions  of  dollars’  worth  of  Army  prop¬ 
erty  which  is  now  abroad. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  quite  see  why  it 
should  not  carry  out  that  function  with 
respect  to  such  small  lend-lease  prop¬ 
erty  as  has  not  yet  been  delivered  to  for¬ 
eign  nations.  Practically  all  of  it  is  de¬ 
livered  in  this  country.  There  may  be 
a  little  of  it  hanging  around. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  see  a 
very  good  reason  why  the  Surplus  Prop¬ 


erty  Board  cannot  do  so.  The  Surplus 
Property  Board  is  not  equipped  to  go  all 
over  the  world  and  inspect  this  property. 
It  is  not  equipped  to  determine  the  value 
of  the  property.  It  cannot  determine, 
except  after  laborious  investigation, 
what  the  original  cost  of  production  was, 
oa’  anything  else  about  the  property. 
Why  throw  it  all  away? 

We  may  have  an  innate  distrust  of  the 
President.  We  may  say  that  he  is  going 
to  misuse  and  abuse  the  powers  given 
him.  I  do  not  like  to  take  that  view. 

Let  me  call  attention  to  a  further  fact. 
The  original  Lend-Lease  Act  had  in  it 
this  liquidating  provision  for  the  benefit 
of  the  United  States.  It  was  intended 
to  benefit  the  United  Sates.  Can  anyone 
say  whether  or  not  we  could  have  done 
better  with  lend-lease  without  this  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  law?  Can  any  Senator 
answer  honestly  before  the  American 
people  that  we  would  have  obtained  more 
or  less  by  way  of  reverse  lend-lease  if 
we  could  not  have  carried  out  the  liqui¬ 
dation  provision  contained  in  the  original 
act?  What  is  our  situation?  At  the 
time  when  we  estimate  what  is  to  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  any  nation  under  lend-lease, 
we  must  do  it  in  advance  of  the  actual 
extension  of  credit,  so  to  speak.  We 
must  estimate  it  a  year  ahead,  in  order 
that  we  may  know  what  our  own  budget 
will  be,  in  order  that  Congress  may  be 
advised  what  will  be  needed  in  order  to 
administer  lend-lease.  At  the  time 
when  the  agreement  is  closed  or  when 
the  understanding  has  been  reached  and 
has  been  put  into  writing,  with  all  the 
safeguarding  clauses  which  have  been 
inserted  in  the  lend-lease  agreements, 
then  it  is  said,  ‘‘But  some  of  these  goods 
or  some  of  these  arms  or  some  of  these 
implements  may  carry  over  into  the 
peace.”'  Why  not  at  this  time  fix  their 
value?  Why  riot  at  this  time  liquidate 
what  you  will  pay?  Why  not  at  this 
time  close  the  account? 

Whatever  anyone  may  think  of  the 
President,  that  is  the  sensible  way  to 
carry  out  the  transaction.  Whatever 
anyone  may  think  of  anyone  else  who 
will  use  the  power,  that  is  the  time  to 
have  the  foreign  nation  agree  with  us, 
that  is  the  time  to  find  out  what  the  for¬ 
eign  nation  is  going  to  furnish  us  by  way 
of  reverse  lend-lease.  We  may  pooh- 
pooh  that  if  we  wish  to  do  so,  and  we 
may  throw  it  to  the  winds,  but  actually 
it  has  already  amounted  to  more  than 
$4,000,000,000.  It  is  not  a  small  item. 
Actually  it  is  an  item  of  significance. 
The  only  time  to  do  it  is  when  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  made  or  when  the  point  is 
reached  of  closing  the  commitment  with 
a  foreign  country.  Then  we  should  say, 
‘‘This  item  here  may  carry  over,  and  this 
item  here  costs  so  much.  You  shall  as¬ 
sume  an  obligation  to  repay  at  that 
price.” 

What  will  the  Surplus  Property  Dis¬ 
posal  Board  know  about  it  or  do  about 
it?  What  will  become  of  it?  It  will  be 
lost  unless  it  is  safeguarded  at  the  time. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to  have 
lend-lease  used  for  purposes  of  the  re¬ 
lief,  rehabilitation,  or  reconstruction  of 
any  country.  On  this  floor  I  pleaded  as 
earnestly  as  I  would  plead  in  the  begin¬ 
ning  that  lend-lease  be  considered  as  a 


weapon  of  war,  only  as  a  means  of  de¬ 
fending  the  United  States,  which  then 
had  not  gone  to  war,  only  as  a  means  of 
building  up  our  defense.  It  may  have 
been  a  costly  method;  it  may  have  been 
unwisely  administered.  There  may  be 
those  who  now  will  take  advantage  of  it, 
as  we  think — let  me  emphasize  that  we 
only  think— when  we  are  approaching 
the  end  of  the  war,  even  in  Europe. 

We  have  agreed  to  make  advances  to  • 
France  totaling  approximately  $2,575,- 
000,000.  Nine  hundred  million  dollars, 
or  almost  $1,000,000,000,  of  that  is  in 
property  which  will  have  some  post-war 
value  whenever  the  war  ends. 

So  our  Government  is  saying,  “With 
respect  to  those  items,  you  will  pay  the 
cost  of  production,  and  you  will  save  us 
harmless  against  the  contracts  we  are 
now  making  with  our  own  manufactur¬ 
ers  to  bring  into  being  the  things  which 
we  are  making  and  which  we  propose  to 
deliver  to  you.  We  will  settle  now  as  re¬ 
gards  what  those  items  are  worth  on  a 
cost  basis,  or  on  some  other  reasonable 
basis.  You  will  agree  to  take;  you  will 
agree  to  pay.” 

How  do  we  know  what  we  saved  by 
that  procedure?  Senators  say  that  no 
doubt  we  will  do  great  things  for  the 
world  when  the  war  is  ended  and  when 
the  last  shot  has  been  fired;  no  doubt  we 
will  be  liberal;  no  doubt  we  will  not  be 
niggardly;  no  doubt  we  will  help  the 
starving  peoples  of  Europe,  and  so  forth. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  on  the  amendment  has  ex¬ 
pired.  Does  the  Senator  desire  to  take 
time  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  shall  take  a  little 
time  on  the  bill,  Mr.  President. 

When  are  we  going  to  do  it?  We  had 
a  chance  to  do  it  with  France — France, 
an  original  ally,  an  original  enemy  of 
Germany — France,  against  whom  all  the 
mighty  power  of  Germany  and  the  Nazi 
Army  was  leveled  at  a  time  when  they 
were  unbeatable.  France  went  down; 
and  through  all  the  Gethsemane  of 
agony  and  blood,  she  suffered.  Then  we 
sought  to  reach  our  enemies  through 
France.  France  was  thus  twice  over¬ 
run.  Of  course,  her  roads  were  de¬ 
stroyed,  her  bridges  were  ruined,  her 
rolling  stock  was  gone.  Her  factories 
were  idle.  How  do  we  know  that  we  did 
not  advance  less  to  France  under  this 
agreement,  because  of  the  fact  that  we 
could  now  agree  with  France  on  some¬ 
thing  that  she  herself  would  do?  We 
have  to  use  her  ports.  Our  great  armies 
are  to  be  moved  back  through  France 
when  the  war  in  Germany  finally  ends. 
Many  of  our  troops,  at  least,  must  be, 
and  will  be,  moved  back  through  France. 
How  do  we  know  that  we  would  not 
have  felt,  and  France  would  not  have 
felt,  that  if  she  could  not  have  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  now  buying  and  fixing  her  lia¬ 
bility  under  the  lend-lease  agreement, 
she  would  not  desire  at  our  hands  a 
much  larger  sum? 

That  is  the  sum  total  of  the  sinning 
of  the  Lend-Lease  Administrator  to  date. 
He  has  cut  down,  through  negotiation 
for  the  first  12  months  after  the  fall  of 
Germany  and  the  end  of  the  German 
war,  by  approximately  40  percent  or  a 
little  better,  perhaps,  or  a  little  less,  the 
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advances  made  to  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dominions  in  1944,  under  lend-lease. 
In  other  words,  from  a  total  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $10,000,000,000  in  1944,  the  pres¬ 
ent  negotiations  indicate  that  we  will 
advanpe  only  as  much  as  $5,500,000,000 
for  the  full  year  after  the  end  of  the  war 
in  Europe.  Do  we  not  expect  that  it 
will  be  our  desire  to  have  the  friendship 
of  Great  Britain  after  the  war  with  Ger¬ 
many?  Do  we  not  realize  that  we  have 
the  stubborn  enemy  on  the  other  side 
of  the  world  yet  to  deal  with?  Are  not 
British  Armies  fighting  today  in  India? 
Are  they  not  now  invading  Japanese- 
held  territory?  Do  we  not  need  the 
friendship  and  the  active  assistance  of 
Great  Britain?  Perhaps  we  will  not  need 
the  assistance  of  her  navy  at  this  time, 
because  of  the  strength  and  greatness 
of  our  own;  but  certainly  we  will  need 
the  help  of  Great  Britain  to  finish  this 
war.  We  will  need  France.  France  has 
possessions  in  the  far  Pacific.  Certainly 
we  will  need  such  assistance  as  France 
may  be  able  to  give  us.  We  will  need  the 
assistance  of  France  in  order  to  clear 
out  of  Germany. 

The  common  impression,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  the  one  usually  prevailing,  is 
that  France  is  doing  nothing.  Let  me 
say  that  France  has  today,  so  I  am  told 
by  our  own  authorities,  approximately 
225,000  men  in  Germany  itself,  and  ap¬ 
proximately  15,000  more  men  in  her  Air 
Corps  and  her  ground  forces  supporting 
her  Air  Corps;  and  she  is  preparing  to 
raise  an  army  of  8  additional  divisions. 
They  will  be  needed  for  the  occupation 
of  Germany,  to  enable  our  forces  to  leave 
Germany.  They  may  be  needed  for  a 
whole  year.  They  may  be  needed  for  a 
longer  period  of  time  than  that.  But  the 
lend-lease  agreement  with  this  liquidat¬ 
ing  clause  was  intended  to  benefit  the 
United  States;  it  was  intended  to  aid  us 
in  making  advantageous  agreements 
with  foreign  governments;  it  was  in¬ 
tended  to  save  what  we  could  save. 

The  fact  which  many  of  us  may  face, 
namely,  that  there  have  been  abuses  or 
that  there  may  be  great  abuses,  is,  it 
seems  to  me,  no  reason  why  we  should 
now  strip  the  Lend-Lease  Act  of  this  liq¬ 
uidating  provision  which  certainly  is  ad¬ 
vantageous  if  we  are  to  keep  any  part  of 
the  House  amendment  to  section  3  (c) 
of  the  original  act  itself. 

My  position  is  well  known.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  I  need  to  restate  it.  I  have 
never  been  in  favor  of  spending  for 
spending’s  sake.  I  thoroughly  agree  that 
we  should  have  an  over-all  picture  of 
what  we  propose  to  do  as  soon  as  we 
know  what  we  intend  to  do.  I  think  we 
should  have  it  not  only  as  to  the  outside 
world,  but  here  in  the  “United  States.  If 
any  Members  of  this  body  have  stood 
here  and  contended  against  the  destruc¬ 
tive  doctrine — as  I  believe — of  our  Eng¬ 
lish  friend  Lord  Keynes,  I  have  been  one 
of  that  number.  I  believe  with  all  my 
heart  that  his  theories  will  bankrupt 
Britain  if  she  follows  them  for  another 
40  years.  .But  I  am  greatly  heartened 
when  I  realize  that  whatever  influence 
the  doctrine  of  deficit  spending  in  order 
to  create  purchasing  power,  as  sometime 
advocated  by  Lord  Keynes,  may  have 
here — and  it  has  taken  root — it  will  not 
be  very  long  approved  in  England, 


Another  English  economist  proposed  a 
program  of  pensions,  general  pensions, 
from  “the  womb  to  the  tomb.”  He  was 
unable  to  get  very  much  of  a  following  in 
England,  because  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  British  people  declined  to 
accept  it. 

Mr.  President,  another  theory  has 
taken  hold  of  America.  I  refer  to  the 
full-employment  doctrine,'  and  the  60> 
000, 000 -job  program  of  Henry  Wallace. 
I  suggest  that  Senators  get  the  latest 
book  of  Sir  William  Beveridge  and  read 
it.  I  have  stood  against  the  doctrine  of 
deficit  spending  as  permanent  policy  as 
strongly  as  any  other  Member  of  this 
body. 

With  respect  to  the  proposal  before  us, 
I  must  accept  facts  as  they  are.  The 
American  people  elected  Mr.  Roosevelt  as 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  Our 
individual  constituents  elected  us  to  rep¬ 
resent  them  in  this  body.  The  lend-lease 
provision,  if  we  retain  not  only  the  first 
part  of  it  but  reject  the  amendment  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  liquidating  clause,  is  designed 
to  benefit  our  own  country.  It  is  in¬ 
tended  to  enable  our  Government  to 
liquidate  accounts  as  we  go  along,  with 
a  reasonable  reliance  on  the  officials  of 
government  properly  to  discharge  their 
duties. 

The  head  of  this  Government  was 
elected  by  the  American  people.  Small 
segments  of  that  same  constituency 
elected  each  of  us  as  their  representa¬ 
tives. 

I  am  trying  to  do  my  duty.  This  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  Lend-Lease  Act  is  a  wise 
one.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  would 
destroy  the  liquidating  provision  in  the 
original  Lend-Lease  Act.  For  that  rea¬ 
son  I  hope  that  it  will  be  rejected. 

Several  Senators,  Vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  on  page  2,  in 
line  10  of  the  bill,  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  word  “reconstruction.”  On  this 
question  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered.  The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  EASTLAND  (when  his  name  was 
called).  On  this  question  I  have  a  pair 
with  the  senior  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Tydings]  .  If  he  were  present  he 
would  vote  “yea.”  If  I  were  at  liberty  to 
vote  I  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Mitchell]  is  necessarily  absent  on  pub¬ 
lic  business.  If  he  were  present  he  would 
vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  WAGNER.  My  colleague  the 
junior  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Mead]  is  necessarily  absent.  If  he  were 
present  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Florida  [Mr.  Andrews],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Chandler], 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Maybank]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Glass] 
and  the  Senator  from  Nevada  (Mr. 
Scrugham]  are  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Kilgore]  is  absent  on  official  business 


with  the  Special  Committee  to  Investi¬ 
gate  the  National  Defense  Program. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Stewart]  and  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Tydings]  are  absent  on  pub¬ 
lic  business. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas] 
is  detained  in  one  of  the  Government 
depai’tments  on  official  business. 

I  further  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank]  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Thomas].  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  vote 
“nay”  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  would 
vote  “yea.”  The  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Thomas]  is  paired  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges], 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  front 
Utah  would  vote  “nay”  and  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  On  this  question  I 
announce  the  following  pairs: 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  who  would  vote  “yea,” 
with  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Thomas],  who  would  vote  “nay”;  and 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas 
who  would  vote  “yea,”  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank], 
who  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Wyo¬ 
ming  [Mr.  Robertson],  the  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr.  Young] 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  result  was — yeas,  39,  nays,  39,  as 


follows: 

YEAS— 39 

Aiken 

Ferguson 

Reed 

Ball 

Gurney 

Revercomb 

Brewster 

Hart 

Saltonstall 

Brooks 

Hawkes 

Shipstead 

Buck 

Hickenlooper 

Smith 

Burton 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Taft 

Bushfield 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Tobey 

Butler 

La  Follette 

Vandenberg 

Capehart 

Langer 

Wheeler  _ 

Capper 

Millikin 

Wherry 

Cordon 

Moore 

White 

Donnell 

Morse 

Willis 

Ellender 

Overton 

Wilson 

NAYS— 39 

Austin 

Guffey 

Murray 

Bailey 

Hatch 

Myers 

Bankhead 

Hayden 

O’Daniel 

Barkley 

Hill 

O’Mahoney 

Bilbo 

Hoey 

Pepper 

Briggs 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Radcliffe 

Chavez 

Lucas 

Russell 

Connally 

McCarran 

Taylor 

Downey 

McClellan 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Fulbright 

McFarland 

Tunnell 

George 

McMahon 

Wagner 

Gerry 

Magnuson 

Walsh 

Green 

Murdock 

Wiley 

NOT  VOTING— 

-18 

Andrews 

Kilgore 

Scrugham 

Bridges 

McKellar 

Stewart 

Byrd 

Maybank 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Chandler 

Mead 

Thomas,  Utah 

Eastland 

Mitchell 

Tydings 

Glass 

Robertson 

Young 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT. 

On  this  ques- 

tion  the  yeas  are  39  and  the  nays  are  39. 
The  Chair  votes  “nay,”  and  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  lost. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr..  President,  I 
desire  to  discuss  briefly  the  subject  which 
was  introduced  during  the  consideration 
of  the  pending  measure  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Barkley].  I  wish 
to  make  it  plain  at  the  outset  that  any¬ 
thing  which  I  may  have  to  say  concern¬ 
ing  the  problem  of  attendance  of  Mem- 
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bers  of  the  Senate  during  the  delibera¬ 
tions  of  this  body  are  not  in  any  wise  to 
be  taken  as  a  reflection  upon  any  indi¬ 
vidual  Senator  or  group  of  Senators,  nor 
upon  this  great  institution  of  democracy 
in  which  I  have  had  the  honor  to  serve 
now  for  nearly  20  years.  No  man  on  this 
floor  has  greater  reverence  for  this  insti¬ 
tution  or  deeper  appreciation  of  the  im¬ 
portant  part  winch  it  has  played  in  the 
development  of  American  democracy  in 
the  past  than  have  I,  and  no  man  has 
higher  hope  for  the  part  which  it  may  be 
destined  to  play  in  the  future;  and  I 
think  I  may  say,  without  immodesty, 
that  there  is  no  other  member  of  this 
body  who  is  more  keenly  aware  of  the 
tremendous  problems  and  the  important 
duties  which  have  devolved  upon  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  States  Senate  and 
which  I  fear  will  increase  in  importance 
and  complexity  as  we  enter  the  period 
of  peace  and  reconversion. 

I  am  aware  of  the  tremendous  demands 
which  fall  upon  any  man  who  endeavors 
to  discharge  the  responsibilities  now  con¬ 
fronting  a  Member  of  the  United  States 
Senate.  I  know  full  well,  because  I  have 
experienced  -it,  man  and  boy,  of  the  enor¬ 
mous  increase  in  the  amount  of  office 
work,  which  is  a  necessary  part  of  the 
service  rendered  by  United  States  Sena¬ 
tors  to  their  constituents.  I  am  aware  of 
the  extremely  heavy  burdens  which  fall 
upon  Senators  as  the  result  of  their  mul¬ 
tiplicity  of  service  upon  vitally  important 
committees  handling  questions  of  the 
greatest  magnitude  and  of  the  most  diffi¬ 
cult  complexity.  So,  Mr.  President,  what 
I  have  to  say  concerning  this  mat¬ 
ter,  I  repeat,  is  not  intended  in  any  wise 
as  a  criticism,  but  fnore  as  an  apprecia¬ 
tion  of  the  staggering  burdens  now  car¬ 
ried  by  every  member  of  this  body  who 
is  well  enough  to  be  on  the  job. 

Mr.  President,  for  some  time  I  have 
been  concerned  about  the  fact  that  the 
increasing  burdens  of  responsibility  and 
of  duty  which  have  devolved  upon  the 
Members  of  this  body  have  tended  to  de¬ 
crease  the  attendance  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  when  this  body  is 
transacting  legislative  business.  After 
all,  the  transaction  of  such  business  is 
an  important  part  of  the  functions  of  a 
United  States  Senator,  and,  regardless  of 
what  detractors  have  said  concerning 
the  debates  in  the  Senate,  I  state  it  as  my 
deliberate  conviction,  after  a  long  period 
of  service  as  an  employee  of  the  Senate 
and  now  for  nearly  20  years  as  a  United 
States  Senator,  that  the  deliberations  of 
this  body  are  important  not  only  inso¬ 
far  as  the  actual  formulation  of  legisla¬ 
tive  policy  is  concerned,  but  likewise  be¬ 
cause  the  debates  furnish  information  to 
the  constituents  of  Senators  as  to  the 
reasons  which  have  ultimately  deter¬ 
mined  their  position  upon  the  vital  ques¬ 
tions  which  affect,  for  good  or  ill,  the 
welfare  of  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
in  the  United  States. 

Nevertheless,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  we 
will  not  forget  that  this  Chamber  is,  after 
all,  the  show  window  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  in  action.  A  few  days 
ago  I  happened  to  glance  at  the  gallery, 
and  I  saw  there  25  or  30  Army  privates  in 
uniform.  I  could  from  my  seat  see  that 
on  the  left  breast  of  each  and  every  one 


of  them  were  service  ribbons  indicating 
that  they  had  been  in  active  combat 
somewhere  in  this  global  war.  There 
were  just  6  United  States  Senators,  by 
actual  count,  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
at  that  time,  and  I  could  not  help  won¬ 
dering  what  impression  these  25  or  30 
young  men,  representing  the  flower  of 
the  manhood  of  America,  returning  from 
their  fox  holes,  God  knows  where,  might 
have  of  this  branch  of  the  Natiohal  Leg¬ 
islature.  It  would  have  been  unfitting 
for  me  to  rise  in  my  place  to  explain  to 
them  that  no  doubt  each  and  every  Sen¬ 
ator  who  was  not  present  was  either  in 
his  office  trying  to  discharge  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  his  office  work,  was  at  an 
executive  department  attempting  to 
straighten  out  some  matter  for  a  con¬ 
stituent,  or  was  attending  an  important 
committee  meeting. 

The  members  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Organization  of  Congress  have  done 
me  the  great  honor  to  select  me  as  the 
chairman  of  that  committee.  I  have 
carefully  refrained,  as  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  from  making  any  state¬ 
ments  which  might  in  any  wise  indicate 
that  I  was  attempting,  even  if  I  had  the 
power,  which  I  do  not,  to  prejudge  the 
work  of  the  committee.  We  have  been 
under  way  for  only  a  short  period  of  time. 
I  wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  thank 
my  colleagues  in  this  Chamber,  and  the 
Members  of  the  other  House,  for  the  in¬ 
terest  which  they  have  evidenced  in  this 
very  important  question.  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion,  since  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  raised  this  question,  that  I 
should  not  remain  silent,  because  I  do 
not  know  how  long  it  will  be  before  this 
committee  may  be  in  a  position  to  make 
any  recommendation  concerning  the 
organization  of  Congress. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  also  like  to 
state  in  advance  that  what  I  am  about  to 
say  is  not  intended  as  a  reflection  on  any 
employee  of  the  Senate.  For  6  years  I 
had  the  honor  to  be  an  employee  of  the 
United  States  Senate  as  secretary  to  my 
father.  I  know  most  of  the  employees  of 
the  Senate  intimately,  and  I  have  a  high 
regard  for  their  fidelity  in  their  service 
to  this  body. 

Without  making  any  new  suggestions 
as  to  what  might  be  done  in  attempting 
to  attack  the  main  causes  of  absenteeism 
in  the  Senate,  I  think  there  now  exists  in 
the  rules  a  provision  which,  if  enforced, 
would  help  to  maintain  a  better  attend¬ 
ance  on  the  floor,  and  if  a  practice  which 
had  its  inception  and  has  been  carried  on 
solely  with  the  idea  of  being  of  service  to 
Senators  were  abandoned,  we  might 
make  a  step  forward,  without  as  I  have 
said,  attempting  to  attack  the  main 
causes,  all  of  them  legitimate,  which  pro¬ 
duce  absenteeism  in  the  Senate. 

The  first  provision  of  rule  5  I  should 
like  to  read,  of  course,  for  the  Record,  be¬ 
cause  I  feel  certain  every  Senator  is 
familiar  with  it: 

No  Senator  shall  absent  himself  from  the 
service  of  the  Senate  without  leave. 

That  rule,  Mr.  President,  to  my  certain 
knowledge,  is  observed  only  in  the  breach. 
I  call  for  the  enforcement  of  the  rule. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  Senator  consider 
that  rule  to  apply  to  Senators  who  are  in 
the  city? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  the  rule  violated  if  a 
Senator  leaves  the  chamber  to  interview 
a  reporter,  in  the  President’s  Room,  for 
instance,  or  is  it  intended  merely  to  keep 
Senators  in  the  city? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  If  I  may  say  so 
to  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  I  think  the  in¬ 
tent  of  the  rule  is  clear  and  that  it  is 
without  exception.  Of  course,  it  would 
not  be  necessary  in  the  Senate,  as  in  a 
fifth-grade  classroom,  to  get  permission 
to  go  out  of  the  door,  but  it  certainly 
means  that,  so  far  as  the  production  of  a 
quorum  is  concerned,  no  Senator  has  the 
right,  without  leave  of  the  Senate,  to  be 
beyond  call  of  the  Senate.  I  would  say, 
for  example,  that  a  strict  observance  of 
this  rule  would  require  a  Senator  if  he 
expected  to  be  absent  from  the  chamber 
to  go  downtown  to  an  executive  depart¬ 
ment  on  official  business,  to  obtain  leave 
of  the  Senate,  because  obviously  he  would 
be  gone  beyond  the  call  of  the  Senate, 
and  that  is  the  important  thing  in  main¬ 
taining  a  quorum,  namely,  that  there 
must  be  a  sufficient  number  of  Senators 
within  the  precincts  and  confines  of  the 
Capitol  Building  to  produce  a  quorum, 
and  thus  to  permit  the  Senate  to  func¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  take  it  the  fundamen¬ 
tal  purpose  of  that  rule  is  to  assure  that 
a  quorum  of  the  Senate  shall  be  present 
in  the  Senate  during  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes;  or  at  least 
that  they  shall  be  within  ready  call  of 
the  Senate  so  that  a  quorum,  at  any  time 
that  it  is  necessary  to  produce  it,  may  be 
obtained  without  undue  delay  of  the 
functioning  of  the  Senate. 

Likewise  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  section  39  of  title  2 - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  has  expired.  The  Senator 
is  speaking  on  the  bill.  No  amendment 
is  pending. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  understood  the 
limitation  applied  only  to  the  Taft 
amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No;  the  lim¬ 
itation  is  in  effect  during  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Very  well.  I  am 
sorry  I  misunderstood  the  situation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
still  before  the  Senate  and  open  to 
amendment. 

If  there  be  no  further  amendment,  the 
question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill. 

The  bill  (H.  R.  2013)  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  and  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  to  the  bill, 
which  I  offer  and  ask  to  have  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
will  state  that  the  pending  bill  has  been 
read  the  third  time.  In  order  that  an 
amendment  may  be  offered  at  this  time, 
unanimous  consent  must  be  obtained. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  had  intended 
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to  offer  an  amendment,  and  so  advised 
me.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Senator  be  permitted  to  offer  the  amend¬ 
ment,  notwithstanding  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  Before  the 
period  in  line  20  it  is  proposed  to  insert  a 
colon  and  the  following:  “And  provided 
further,  That  nothing  contained  in  this 
act  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
manufacture  for,  or  the  disposition  to, 
any  foreign  government,  of  any  machin¬ 
ery,  implements,  or  equipment,  suitable 
for  use  on  the  farm.” 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  will  take  15 
minutes  on  the  amendment  to  conclude 
what  I  have  to  say.  I  wish  to  call  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  statute,  indicating  that  Con¬ 
gress  has  sought  effectively  to  deal  with 
this  problem  in  the  past.  The  provision 
in  the  statute  is  paragraph  39  of  title  II 
of  the  United  States  Code  annotated: 

Deductions  for  absence:  The  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  and  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the 
House  respectively,  shall  deduct  from  the 
monthly  payments  of  each  Member  or  Dele¬ 
gate  the  amount  of  his  salary  for  each  day 
that  he  has  been  absent  from  the  Senate  or 
House,  respectively,  unless  such  Member  or 
Delegate  assigns  as  the  reason  for  such  ab¬ 
sence  the  sickness  cf  himself  or  of  some  mem¬ 
ber  of  his  family. 

We  all  know,  Mr.  President,  that  that 
statute  is  not  enforced:  but  I  believe  and 
I  think  I  have  a  right  as  a  Member  of  the 
Senate  to  call  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  and  I  now  here 
formally  call  for  the  enforcement  of 
paragraph  1  of  rule  V,  which  I  read  pre¬ 
viously,  namely  that  no  Senator  shall  ab¬ 
sent  himself  from  the  service  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  without  leave. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes,  briefly. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  A  similar  rule  exists 
in  the  House  of  Representatives.  When 
I  was  a  Member  of  the  House  some  years 
ago  it  was  very  difficult  to  obtain  a 
quorum,  and  the  House  adopted  a  resolu¬ 
tion  docking  the  salaries  of  Members  un¬ 
til  they  should  have  returned  to  Washing¬ 
ton.  The  trains  were  crowded  with 
Members  on  their  way  back  to  Washing¬ 
ton. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  would  not 
be  necessary.  I  may  say  again  that  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned  nothing  I  have 
said  or  shall  say  should  be  taken  as  any 
reflection  upon  Senators,  because  it  is  my 
observation  that  Senators  are  hard  work¬ 
ing,  conscientious  and  overburdened. 
But  I  do  call  for  the  enforcement  of  this 
rule,  and  I  insist  that  hereafter  Senators 
obtain  leave  of  the  Senate  when  they  de¬ 
sire  to  go  outside  the  precincts  of  Capitol 
Hill  where  they  are  available  for  a 
quorum. 


Likewise,  Mr.  President,  as  a  Member 
of  this  body,  I  call  formally  for  the  aboli¬ 
tion  from  this  day  forward  of  the  prac¬ 
tice  which  has  grown  up  during  the  years 
of  putting  Senators  on  a  quorum  call  as 
if  they  were  present,  although  they  did 
not  answer  on  the  particular  call.  The 
practice  as  it  works  now  is  that  the  desk 
is  furnished  a  list  from  the  Republican 
side  and  from  the  Democratic  side  of 
Senators  who  are  known  to  be  out  of  the 
city.  Then  the  roll  is  called.  A  few  Sen¬ 
ators  appear.  The  names  of  a  sufficient 
number  are  put  on  the  roll  to  constitute 
a  quorum,  and  then  subsequently,  no 
matter  it  if  is  4  hours  later,  the  name  of 
any  Senator  who  puts  in  a  visible  appear¬ 
ance  in  the  Chamber  is  placed  on  that 
roll. 

Today,  there  were  32  Senators  present 
in  the  Chamber  when  the  announcement 
was  made  that  49  were  present  or 
had  responded.  I  venture  the  asser¬ 
tion  that  if  I  had  not  made  these  remarks 
and  if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had 
not  made  the  remarks  he  made,  when  the 
Record  appeared  tomorrow  morning  it 
would  show  79  Senators  as  having  an¬ 
swered  on  the  first  call. 

One  of  the  reasons,  why  Senators,  feel¬ 
ing  the  pressure  of  work  upon  them,  do 
not  appear  when  the  roll  is  called,  is  that 
they  know  that  so  far  as  the  official  rec¬ 
ord  is  concerned  they  can  be  listed  as 
being  present  if  they  show  up  any  time 
during  the  day.  I  feel  certain  that  the 
abolition  of  that  practice  will  have  the 
effect  of  producing  a  physical  quorum, 
or  if  I  may  so  describe  it,  a  physically 
embodied  quorum  of  Senators.  If  they 
once  come  into  the  Chamber,  perhaps 
they  will  be  inclined  to  remain. 

I  feel  that  I  should  stop  at  this  point 
with  suggestions  as  to  further  remedies, 
because  I  should  like  to  see  the  effect  of 
the  enforcement  of  paragraph  1  of  rule 
V,  and  the  requirement  that  a  Senator 
must  be  present  on  a  particular  call  and 
answer  to  his  name  audibly  before  his 
name  can  be  placed  upon  the  call  as  be¬ 
ing  present.  I  should  like  to  see  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  enforcement  of  that  rule  on 
attendance  in  the  Senate. 

As  indicated  by  paragraph  39  of  title 
II,  which  I  have  read,  I  believe  that  there 
are  other  remedies.  In  fact,  I  have  de¬ 
vised  one  which  I  think  might  be  effec¬ 
tive  in  producing  a  quorum  promptly, 
but  it  is  a  rather  drastic  step,  and  I  shall 
not  propose  it  at  this  time. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  our 
failure  to  be  present  in  the  Chamber  in 
person  can  have  nothing  but  a  most  un¬ 
fortunate  effect  upon  the  estimation  in 
which  people  hold  not  only  this  body,  but 
the  whole  concept  of  representative  gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  fully  agree  with 
the  Senator:  but  would  the  Senator  con¬ 
sider  a  further  step  which  might  solve 
the  dilemma  in  which  Senators  find 
themselves?  What  about  a  rule,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  which  would  prevent  our  being 
called  from  the  Chamber?  As  the  Sen¬ 
ator  knows,  we  are  all  continually  sub¬ 


ject  to  such  calls  during  sessions  of  the 
Senate.  Would  such  a  rule  help? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  think  it  might 
help. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Should  there  be 
some  rule  or  understanding  among  Sen¬ 
ators  with  regard  to  sessions  of  com¬ 
mittees  while  the  Senator  is  in  session? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  The  Senator  very 
well  knows,  because  he  was  a  distin¬ 
guished  Member  of  the  House,  that  the 
Plouse  has  a  rule  that  when  the  House  is 
in  session  no  committee  may  meet  with¬ 
out  permission  of  the  House,  except  by 
unanimous  consent.  I  believe  that  one 
or  two  House  committees  have  authority 
to  meet  when  the  House  is  in  session. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  The  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  has  such  authority.  It 
is  my  experience  that  Members  of  the 
House  abide  by  the  rule. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  have  had  expe¬ 
rience  in  conference  committees  or 
joint  committees,  with  Members  of  the 
House  saying  that  they  must  leave  to 
answer  a  quorum  call  in  the  House. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Is  not  the  difficulty 
that  we  are  on  so  many  committees?  In 
the  House  I  was  a  member  of  one  com¬ 
mittee.  In  the  Senate  I  am  a  member 
of  four  committees. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  think  that  is 
one  aspect  of  the  problem,  as  I  have  tried 
to  indicate. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Simply  laying 
down  the  requirement  that  Senators 
must  be  present  in  the  Chamber  would 
put  Senators  in  an  impossible  situation. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  do  not  think  it 
would  put  them  in  an  impossible  situa¬ 
tion.  I  believe  that  such  a  requirement 
would  cause  many  Senators  to  remain 
in  the  Senate  chamber.  I  believe  that 
we  should  try  this  plan  first,  because  I 
do  not  wish  to  see  a  solution  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  attendance  in  the  Senate  de¬ 
layed  until  we  can  attack  all  the  primary 
causes  of  absenteeism.  I  am  satisfied  in 
my  own  mind  that  the  two  things  which 
I  have  suggested  would  go  far  toward 
producing  better  attendance  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  If  not,  we  shall  have  to  resort  to 
some  of  the  other  remedies. 

As  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  knows, 
I  am  keenly  interested  in  trying  to  solve 
the  primary  causes;  but  that  may  take 
a  long  time.  In  the  meantime,  in  my 
opinion,  we  must  do  something  about 
attendance  in  the  Senate.  Therefore,  I 
have  suggested  these  two  measures  as 
steps  in  that  direction. 

The  Senator  knows  as  well  as  I  do 
that  it  is  not  always  a  committee  meet¬ 
ing  which  detains  a  Senator.  He  may 
be  in  his  office  dictating  letters,  or  being 
interviewed  by  constituents,  which  is  a 
vital  part  of  a  Senator’s  work.  When  a 
quorum  call  comes,  he  reaches  for  the 
telephone  and  calls  the  Democratic 
cloakroom  or  the  Republican  cloakroom 
and  asks,  ‘‘What  is  up  in  the  Senate?” 
Fie  is  informed  that  it  is  only  a  quorum 
call.  He  asks  whether  or  not  a  vote  is 
imminent.  The  answer  is  “No.”  He 
hangs  up  the  receiver  and  continues  with 
his  work. 

I  believe  that  we  could  put  a  stop  to 
that  practice  by  enforcing  paragraph  1 
of  rule  V.  It  would  eliminate  a  prac¬ 
tice  which  is  not  in  conformity  with  the 
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Rules  of  the  Senate,  or  with  any  com¬ 
mon-sense  application  of  the  effect  of  a 
demand  for  a  quorum. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield  if  I  have 
any  further  time. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  seeking  infor¬ 
mation.  At  this  moment  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Aviation  of  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  is  holding  a  meeting  down¬ 
stairs  to  consider  the  question  of  air¬ 
ports  in  this  country.  I  am  a  member 
of  that  subcommittee.  If  the  rule  to 
which  the  Senator  has  refei’red  were  en¬ 
forced,  what  would  be  the  procedure? 
Would  I  rise  and  say,  “Mr.  President, 
may  I  go  downstairs  to  attend  a  meeting 
of  the  Subcommittee  on  Aviation?” 

l"was  a  Member  of  the  House  for  many 
years,  as  was  the  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  [Mr.  Fulbright]  .  When  committees 
of  the  House  meet  during  sessions  of  the 
'House,  specific  permission  is  requested 
for  members  of  the  committees  to  be  ab¬ 
sent  from  sessions  of  the  House.  When 
permission  is  granted,  it  is  so  recorded. 
If  a  Member  of  the  House  wishes  to  be 
absent  from  sessions  of  the  House  for  a 
considerable  period  of  time  because  of 
illness  in  the  family  or  because  of  offi¬ 
cial  business,  he  obtains  leave  of  absence. 
Today  the  Mead  committee  is  out  of  the 
city  somewhere  holding  hearings.  I 
suppose  word  will  go  out  from  the  Press 
Gallery  today  that  Senators  who  are 
members  of  that  committee  are  absent. 
In  the  House,  when  a  Member  is  absent 
for  any  reason,  leave  of  absence  is 
granted. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  It  is  required  un¬ 
der  the  rules  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Yes.  In  the  House 
that  rule  is  rigidly  observed.  There  are 
little  slips  for  the  Members  to  fill  out. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  All  I  am  asking 
at  this  time  is  enforcement  of  the  rule 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  am  wondering 
how  that  rule  would  work  when  a  Sena¬ 
tor  was  attending  a  committee  meeting. 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  A  Senator  could 
govern  himself  accordingly.  If  a  Sena¬ 
tor  wishes  the  Record  to  show  where  he 
is,  he  has  a  perfect  opportunity  and 
right  to  do  so.  However,  in  my  opinion 
the  practical  application  of  this  rule 
would  not  cover  the  situation  which  the 
Senator  describes,  because  a  committee 
meeting  in  the  Capitol  or  the  Senate  Of¬ 
fice  Building  would  be  within  call  of  the 
Senate.  If  a  call  for  a  quorum  were 
made,  the  Senator  would  be  able  to  re¬ 
spond  to  it.  However,  if  a  Senator  goes 
outside  the  precincts  of  the  Senate  and 
beyond  call — if,  for  example,  he  goes 
downtown  to  a  department,  where  he 
cannot  know  that  there  is  a  call  for  a 
quorum  or  a  vote — I  think  he  should  ask 
to  be  excused  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  As  is  done  in  the 
House? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  Yes.  He  should 
not  leave  the  city  without  permission. 
If  the  law  were  properly  enforced,  a  Sen¬ 
ator  would  have  1  day’s  pay  deducted 
from  his  salary  for  every  day  he  was 
absent  without  permission  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  agree  with  me  that  when  commit¬ 


tees  meet  during  sessions  of  the  Senate, 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  or  sub¬ 
committee  should  ask  permission  of  the 
Senate  for  the  committee  to  meet  dur¬ 
ing  sessions  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  certainly  think 
so,  although  we  have  no  rule  prohibiting 
meetings  of  committees  during  sessions 
of  the  Senate.  That  may  be  one  of  the 
things  which  is  required.  However,  I  am 
trying  to  think  of  something  which  we 
can  do  now.  I  believe  that  the  two  sug¬ 
gestions  which  I  have  made  might  help 
in  that  direction.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
under  the  existing  practice,  if  there 
should  be  a  call  for  a  quorum,  the  clerk 
of  the  aviation  subcommittee,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  would  call  up  someone  in  the 
cloakroom  and  give  him  a  list  of  Senators 
in  attendance  at  the  committee  meeting. 
That  list  would  be  presented  to  the  clerk 
at  the  desk,  and  the  names  of  those  Sen¬ 
ators  would  be  entered  on  the  roll.  That 
does  not  produce  a  quorum. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr-.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  in  regard  to  the  mechanics  of 
the  operation,  following  up  the  question 
asked  by  the  Senator  from  Washington. 
Who  would  grant  leave?  Suppose  I  were 
to  rise  and  ask  the  Presiding  Officer  for 
permission  to  leave  the  Senate.  Would 
leave  be  granted  by  the  Presiding  Officer? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No.  Permission 
would  be  granted  by  unanimous  consent. 
It  would  be  granted  by  the  Senate  itself. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  objection  were 
made,  a  Senator  could  not  obtain  such 
permission? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VANDENBERG.  The  rule  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  Senator  shall  absent  him¬ 
self  from  the  service  of  the  Senate  with¬ 
out  leave.  Is  not  a  Senator  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  Senate  if  he  is  attending  a 
committee  meeting? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  have  just 
stated  that  we  have  no  rule  similar  to 
the  rule  of  the  House,  prohibiting  meet¬ 
ings  of  committees  when  the  Senate  is 
in  session.  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
Senator  must  obtain  permission  to  at¬ 
tend  a  committee  meeting;  but  I  cer¬ 
tainly  believe  that  if  a  Senator  wishes 
to  go  outside  the  precincts  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  where  he  cannot  respond  to  a 
quorum  call  or  a  call  for  a  vote,  under 
this  rule  he  should  obtain  leave  of  the 
Senate  to  do  so. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  has  expired. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  a  very  brief  word  about  the  situation 
discussed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
and  also  by  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
I  think  it  appropriate  that  it  should  be 
discussed;  indeed,  I  think  discussion  of 
the  problem  is  needed.  I  happen  to  be 
one  of  those  who  have  viewed  for  some 
years  with  the  gravest  apprehension  the 
centralizing  process  which  has  been  go¬ 
ing  on  in  our  Federal  Government.  To 
use  the  hackneyed  expression,  I  have 
viewed  with  alarm  the  constant  expan¬ 
sion  of  government,  until  government 


today  reaches  into  almost  every  field  and 
every  activity  of  human  life.  I  especially 
have  been  concerned  at  what  I  consider 
to  be  the  growing  powers  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive.  The  increased  powers  of  the  Exec¬ 
utive  have  been  in  large  part  at  the  cost 
of  the  two  other  coordinate  branches  of 
the  Government,  the  judiciary  and  the 
legislative  branches.  I  think  the  legisla¬ 
tive  branch  has  fallen  immeasurably  in 
public  esteem  in  late  years.  I  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  and  to  other 
Senators  that  we  are  not  going  to  re¬ 
store  the  prestige  of  this  great  legisla¬ 
tive  body,  we  are  not  going  to  bring  it 
back  to  the  influence  it  once  had  in  this 
country,  to  the  respect  which  at  one  time 
was  entertained  for  it — we  are  not  going 
to  bring  it  back  to  that  high  place  with 
empty  seats  during  the  sessions  of  the 
Senate,  with  the  galleries  looking  down 
on  us  and  seeing  but  a  handful  of  Sena¬ 
tors  present,  and  even  that  handful 
sometimes  indifferent  to  the  discussion 
that  is  going  on. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  one  way  to 
check  what  I  call  executive  encroach¬ 
ment  upon  the  legislative  branch,  one 
way  to  restore  somewhat  the  respect 
which  should  be  entertained  for  the  leg¬ 
islative  branch  of  the  Government,  one 
way  to  restore  the  legislative  body  to  its 
former  high  estate,  is  to  see  to  it  that  we 
are  present  in  our  places  listening,  learn¬ 
ing,  legislating,  and  when  we  shall  have 
done  that — and  I  have  some  notions  as 
to  contributions  that  might  be  made, 
but  I  shall  not  undertake  to  state  them 
now — I  think  there  will  be  a  change  for 
the  better.  I  welcome  the  discussion  by 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  of  this  sub¬ 
ject  matter. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  pending 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  LangerL 

The  Senator  from  North  Dakota  is  rec¬ 
ognized. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mi-.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  I  wish  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin. 
The  Senator’s  committee  does  not  have 
authority,  does  it,  to  make  recommenda¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  the  rules  of  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  No ;  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  proper  interpretation  of  the 
limitation.  The  limitation  is  that  the 
committee  may  not  make  any  recom¬ 
mendations  concerning  rules  of  pro¬ 
cedure  and  debate.  Of  course,  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  one  of  interpretation.  But  know¬ 
ing  what  was  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
suggested  the  limitation,  I  am  inclined  to 
construe  it  rather  liberally,  just  so  long 
as  we  do  not  tread  on  the  ground  which 
I  know  was  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
proposed  it.  Of  course,  my  colleagues  on 
the  committee,  when  we  come  to  make 
our  recommendations,  may  not  agree 
with  me  about  that  point. 

Mr.  FULBRIGHT.  In  the  light  of  the 
discussion  which  has  been  had,  it  would 
seem  very  appropriate  for  the  Senator  to 
make  some  recommendations  with  regard 
to  some  of  these  matters.  I  tupe  he  will. 
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Mr.  LA  FOLLETTE.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  has  the  floor.  Does 
he  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
must  state  that  inasmuch  as  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  now  has  the  floor, 
if  he  yields,  the  time  taken  by  Senators 
to  whom  he  yields  will  be  charged  against 
his  time. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Very  well;  I  have  yield¬ 
ed  to  the  Senator  from  West  Virgania. 

Mr.  REVERCOMB.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  listened  wtih  a  great  deal  of  interest 
to  these  discussions,  some  of  them  criti¬ 
cal.  Certainly  I  take  no  issue  with  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  anyone  to  enforce 
the  rules  of  the  Senate;  but,  I  think  it 
quite  unfortunate  that  these  excoriations 
of  the  Senate  and  its  actions  should  come 
at  this  time,  when  perhaps  they  may  be 
heard  by  persons  who  do  not  thoroughly 
understand  the  situation.  However 
much  Senators  may  say  they  do  not  mean 
to  criticize  the  Senate  and  its  Members, 
the  effect  may  be  that  of  criticism,  and 
much  of  it  unjust  criticism. 

I  wish  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  we 
have  now  been  in  session,  day  after  day, 
for  some  time;  that  the  work  of  Sena¬ 
tors  is  not  only  on  the  floor  of  this  Cham¬ 
ber  but  elsewhere.  We  have  to  serve 
with  the  committees  which  are  meeting 
from  time  to  time.  We  have  work  for 
our  constituents  and  must  receive  dele¬ 
gations  from  our  States  which  call  upon 
us,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  some  of  the  laws  under 
the  commissions  and  bureaus  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government.  Delegations  are  con¬ 
stantly  coming  to  Senators,  complaining 
about  the  treatment  they  receive  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  enforcement  of  some 
of  the  laws.  It  is  a  duty  of  Senators,  and 
a  very  high  duty,  to  meet  with  such  dele¬ 
gations  and  to  aid  them  all  they  can. 
That  duty  often  conflicts  with  our  duty 
to  be  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

So  I  say  today,  and  I  say  it  in  all  kind¬ 
ness,  that  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that 
this  criticism,  this  excoriation,  should 
come  at  this  time,  particularly  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  it  may  leave  a  misunder¬ 
standing  in  the  minds  of  some  who  have 
heard  it.  The  Senate  is  a  hard-working 
body,  in  the  main.  Most  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body  work  as  hard  as  any 
men  I  know.  I  rise  at  this  time  in  all 
earnestness  to  defend  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  yester¬ 
day  I  stated  at  length  what  is  happening 
in  our  country  in  reference  to  farm  ma¬ 
chinery.  I  stated  that  throughout  the 
Northwest  farmers  are  suffering  for  lack 
of  farm  machinery.  I  told  the  Senate 
that  in  the  county  of  Hettinger,  N.  Dak., 
the  county  agent  testified  that  in  1943  in 
that  one  county  the  farmers  lost  ap¬ 
proximately  $1,000,000  because  they  did 
not  have  the  farm  machinery  they 
needed  in  order  to  cultivate  and  harvest 
their  crops. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  the  hearings  before 
the  House  committee  on  the  lend-lease 
extension  bill.  They  show  that  the  total 
exports  of  farm  machinery  under  lend- 
lease  to  all  countries  since  the  beginning 


of  the  lend-lease  program,  up  to  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1944,  amounted  to  $53,600,000 
worth. 

Mr.  President,  yesterday  I  demon¬ 
strated  very  clearly  that  at  the  time  when 
the  farmers  in  the  Northwest  were  beg¬ 
ging  for  tractors  and  combines  and 
plows,  at  that  very  time,  through  the  one 
little  town  of  Portal,  N.  Dak.,  586  rub¬ 
ber-tired  tractors  and  355  combines  were 
sent  in  6  weeks,  during  July  and  August, 
under  lend-lease,  to  Canada. 

Under  lend-lease  such  machinery  has 
been  sent  to  north  Africa;  it  has  been 
sent  to  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom; 
it  has  been  sent  almost  all  over  the 
world — and  all  at  the  expense  of  the 
farmers  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  there 
be  order  in  the  Senate  Chamber?  I 
think  one  way  to  improve  the  dignity 
of  the  proceedings  in  the  Senate  is  to 
have  Senators  pay  attention  when  they 
are  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  there  be 
order  in  the  Senate.  The  Chair  has  been 
trying  to  obtain  order,  but  it  is  very  diffi¬ 
cult  to  do  so  when  Senators  hold  con¬ 
ferences  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
call  attention  to  page  41  of  the  hearings 
before  the  House  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs.  Mr.  Johnson,  who  was  testify¬ 
ing  in  favor  of  the  lend-lease  extension 
bill,  replied,  in  answer  to  a  question: 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  would  like  to  make  this  re¬ 
quest  :  In  connection  with  the  data  that  you 
are  to  prepare  for  Mr.  Munet,  in  answer  to 
how  much  farm  machinery  had  been  exported 
under  lend-lease  and  how  much  under 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.,  I  would  like  at  the  same  time 
to  have  that  statement  give  us  the  amount 
of  food  that  we  have  received  under  lend- 
lease  in  reverse,  or  reverse  lend-lease. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  I  discovered  that 
no  farm  machinery  at  all  has  been  sent 
abroad  -under  U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  I  very  re¬ 
spectfully  submit  that  after  the  war  in 
Europe  terminates,  we  can  send,  under 
U.  N.  R.  R.  A.,  all  the  farm  machinery 
that  is  needed  in  order  to  produce  food. 
Let  me  point  out  that  the  amendment 
provides  that  the  machinery  cannot  be 
sent  abroad  under  lend-lease.  It  can  be 
sent  abroad  under  U.  N.  R.  R.  A.  The 
manufacturers  can  sell  any  amount  of 
it  they  wish  to  sell,  and  the  American 
people  will  be  paid  'for  it,  as  in  the  case 
of  other  exports. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  place  in  the 
Record  at  this  time,  and  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  do  so,  approximately 
100  telegrams  which  are  along  the  same 
line  as  those  which  I  read  into  the  Rec¬ 
ord  yesterday.  I  make  this  request  be¬ 
cause  the  telegrams  show  the  desperate 
condition  in  which  the  farmers  all  over 
the  northwestern  part  of  our  country  find 
themselves. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  following 
telegrams,  addressed  to  Senator  Langer, 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record: 

Kelso,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

We  received  1  car  last  Friday,  first  one  since 
March  19.  Have  not  been  able  to  do  any 
business  for  3  weeks  due  to  car  shortage. 
Will  take  at  least  20  cars  to  start  business 
Again. 

Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co., 

O.  Christianson. 


April  10 

Southam,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
No  cars  received  this  week.  Received  four 
since  December  1944. 

Southam  Elevator  Co. 


Ashley,  N.  Dak.,  April  S,  1945. 
Had  no  boxcars  for  2  weeks. 

Klauss  Elevator  Co. 


Bowman,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Loaded  last  week  15  cars  out  of  14  eleva¬ 
tors.  Could  use  150  cars. 

Western  Lumber  &  Grain  Co. 

» 

Northwood,  N.  Dak,  April  9,  1945. 
Re  telegram.  Received  7  boxcars  last  week. 
Loaded  our  first  wheat  since  February  20. 
Have  200,000  bushels  to  ship. 

Northwood  Equity  Elevator  Co. 

Zahl,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  week  ending  April  7. 
Please  do  utmost  to  get  more.  Much  gain  in 
danger  of  spoilage. 

Zahl  Co-Op  Grain  &  Trading  Co. 


*  Minnewaukan,  N.  Dak.,  April  9, 1945. 

We  are  facing  a  critical  boxcar  shortage. 
Must  have  cars  to  process  seed  grains  in  order 
to  increase  production  for  coming  year  and  to 
move  grain  which  is  becoming  out  of  condi¬ 
tion. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Pillsbury,  N.  Dakl,  April  9,  1945. 

Had  5  cars  January,  4  cars  February,  9  cars 
March,  5  cars  April.  Shipped  98  cars  same 
period  last  year. 

Pillsbury  Elevator  Co., 
Frank  McKay. 


Rocklake,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  one  car  past  week.  Thousands 
bushels  in  territory  must  be  shipped  before 
warm  weather  arrives  or  a  high  percentage 
of  loss  will  result  through  spoilage.  Because 
of  excessive  moisture,  cars  must  be  made 
available  to  save  this  vital  food  and  feed 
grain. 

Rocklake  Farmers’  Union 
Electric  Association, 

R.  L.  Carter,  Manager. 

Bottineau,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Boxcar  situation  critical.  Most  elevators 
have  been  blocked  for  3  months.  Estimate 
140,000  cars  to  move  grain  on  farms  alone 
in  Central  and  Northwest  States.  Large 
amounts  of  grain  are  in  danger  of  spoilage. 
We  urge  you  to  contact  Interstate  Commerce 
-■Commission  and  insist  on  substantial  in¬ 
crease  of  empty  boxcars  from  eastern  roads 
to  western  roads  to  be  used  in  the  country 
for  moving  some  of  this  grain. 

Carbury  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Doyon,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  four  gondolas,  one  boxcar  last 
week. 

Sundeen  &  Tronson  Grain  Co. 

Venturia,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Two  coal  cars  loaded  in  March.  No  cars 
since  March  21.  Why  the  discrimination? 

Sayler  Elevator  Co. 

Fairdale,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

No  cars  for  2  weeks. 

Schreder  Elevator  Co. 

Souris,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Had  one  car  for  grain  last  week  and  only 
4  cars  this  year. 

Souris  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 
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Whitman,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
No  cars  received  In  April.  Please  try  get 
empties  quick. 

Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co. 

Coulee,  N.  Dak.,  April  10,  1945. 
Received  only  10  grain  cars  in  last  3  months. 
Coulee  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Reynolds,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
No  boxcars  received,  last  car  received 
March  15. 

Reynolds  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Pingree,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  last  week. 

Pingree  Grain  Co. 

Newburg,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Re  tel  have  only  received  one  car. 

Newburg  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Ypsilanti,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Four  grain  box  last  week. 

Ypsilanti  Equity  Electric  Co. 

Wishek,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  grain  cars  last  week. 

Doyle  Grain  Co., 

W.  J.  Doyle. 

Wishek,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  grain  cars  last  week. 

Union  Elevator  Co. 

-  Streeter,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  four  cars  last  week,  but  we  need 
10  more. 

Streeter  Elevator  Co. 

Tioga,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  boxcars  for  grain  last  week. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

Williston,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Re  tel.  received  3  cars  last  week.  Need 
at  least  100  cars  for  April. 

Farmers  Union  Grain  &  Supply  Co. 

Casselton,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  four  cars  Great  Northern,  three 
Northern  Pacific  last  week. 

Casselton  Elevator  Co. 

Sherwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
One  grain  box  furnished  week  ending 
March  7. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Amenia,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Four  cars  received  last  week,  need  30  more. 

Amenia  Seed  and  Grain  Co. 

Sherwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
One  grain  box  furnished  week  ending 
March  7. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Garrison,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  last  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Sherwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  9, 1945. 
One  grain  box  furnished  week  ending 
March  7. 

Cargill,  Inc. 


Garrison,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  last  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 


Brocket,  N.  Dak.,  April  9, 1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  last  week;  cars  needed. 
Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co. 


Deering,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  this  week. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 

Underwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
One  car  February,  one  car  March,  one 
April. 

Farmers  Elevator  &  Mercantile  Co. 

Underwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  empty  boxcar  this  week. 

Peavey  Elevators. 

Calio,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  car  last  week. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 

Hannah,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  car  in  March,  one  in  April; 
elevator  full. 

Hannah  Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 


Linton,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Loaded  4  cars  last  week. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Bottineau,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
In  reply  to  your  wire  we  did  not  receive 
any  cars  the  week  of  April  7. 

Carbury  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Wimbledon,  N.  Dak.,  April  9, 1945. 
Your  wire  received.  Two  boxcars  last 
week. 

Wimbledon  Farmers  Elevator. 


Sheldon,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Did  not  receive  any  grain  cars  last  week. 

Sheldon  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Cleveland,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  one  car. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 

Kramer,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Please  contact  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mittee  Chairman  Wheeler.  Insist  on  more 
boxcars  to  move  our  grain.  Warm  weather 
will  start  it  to  get  out  of  condition.  Must 
clean  out  soon  to  handle  1945  production. 

Kramer  Equity  Elevator  Co. 


Temvik,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Elevator  blocked,  no  cars  in  sight,  50  per¬ 
cent  grain  in  country  to  be  shipped.  Please 
take  action  to  get  cars. 

Temvik  Farmers'  Elevator  Co. 


Anamoose,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

I  call  to  your  attention  the  critical  box¬ 
car  shortage  that  exists  throughout  the  entire 
Central  and  Northwest  States;  that  hundreds 
of  elevators  are  blocked;  that  it  is  estimated 
140,000  cars  would  be  required  to  move  the 
wheat  alone  now  on  farms.  Grain  marketing 
in  12  primary  markets  is  60,000,000  bushels, 
or  35,000  boxcars  less  during  present  period 
as  compared  with  year  ago,  in  spite  of  a 
20-percent  increase  in  production  in  1944. 
I  urge  you,  as  our  best  Senator,  to  get  in 
touch  with  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Chairman  immediately  and  insist  on  a  sub¬ 
stantial  daily  increase  of  empties  from  east¬ 
ern  roads  to  western  roads,  and  they  later  be 
required  to  place  those  cars  in  country  for 
grain  movement  exclusively.  There  is  need 
for  immediate  action  so  that  grain  will  be 
moved  and  not  allowed  to  spoil  and  that 
transportation  and  warehouse  space  must  be 
made  available  to  have  the  increased  pro¬ 
duction  farmers  are  being  called  to  produce 
in  1945. 

Farmers’  Union  Grain 
Association, 

G.  H.  Davidson,  Manager. 
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York,  N.  Dak.,  April  IQ,  1945. 
Received  2  boxcars  last  week. 

Hong  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Blaisdell,  N.  Dak.,  April  10,  1945. 
Received  three  boxcars  last  week. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator. 

Alice,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  four  grain  cars  last  week.  Letter 
following. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Pembina,-  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  three  cars  past  week,  two  Feb¬ 
ruary,  and  two  March. 

Victoria  Elevator  Co. 


Clyde,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  only  one  boxcar  last  week. 

Peoples  Grain  Co. 


Niobe,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  grain  boxes  last  week. 
Niobe  Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co 


Ray,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Had  16  cars  since  January  1,  4  of  them 
last  week. 

Ray  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


Maddock,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  are  asking  your  help  in  remedying  box¬ 
car  situation  now  existing.  Grain  in  this 
community  was  put  in  bin  last  fall  contain¬ 
ing  a  high  percent  ' of  moisture  and  if  this 
grain  is  not  moved  in  the  next  few  weeks 
thousands  of  bushels  of  grain  will  be  wasted. 
Please  do  what  you  can  to  help  the  farmers 
make  this  grain  available  for  the  war  effort. 

Maddock  Farmers  Grain  Co. 

Henry  Benson. 


Maddock,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Let  us  have  some  action  on  boxcar  short¬ 
age.  Our  grain  is  heating  in  bin.  Investi¬ 
gate  and  report. 

Joe  Haagenstad. 


Noonan,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  would  like  you  to  look  into  car  situa¬ 
tion.  A  lot  of  wheat  on  ground  in  fields  which 
should  be  shipped  out  at  once;  300,000  bush¬ 
els  waiting  to  be  brought  in.  Do  all  you  can 
about  getting  cars,  we  need  them  badly. 
Grain  may  spoil-  and  farmers  need  to  make 
room  for  coming  crop.  Thank  you. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 

Robert  K.  Lammer. 


Gladstone,  N.  Dak.,  April  7, 1945. 

Wish  you  would  do  your  utmost  to  relieve 
car  shortage.  Our  elevator  has  been  blocked 
since  January  1,  and  could  have  handled  50 
cars  since.  Got  9  cars  since  first  of  year. 
Have  20,000  bushels  wheat  going  out  of  con¬ 
dition  and  cannot  move  same.  There  is  50 
percent  of  grain  still  on  farms  and  no  ele¬ 
vator  able  to  take  in  grain  due  ti  car  short¬ 
age. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


Sherwood,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

We  urge  you  to  contact  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Committee  Chairman  Wheeler,  and 
insist  on  a  substantial  daily  increase  of 
empty  boxcars  from  eastern  roads  to  west¬ 
ern  roads  and  the  latter  be  required  to  place 
these  cars  in  country  for  grain  movement  ex¬ 
clusively.  We  need  immediate  relief  to  save 
grain  from  spoilage  and  to  make  room  for  in¬ 
creased  production  called  for  1945. 

F’armers  Union  Elevator  Co. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


3306 

La  Moure,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Kindly  use  your  utmost  influence  to  have 
grain  cars  diverted  to  this  State  to  alleviate 
acute  shortage  in  car  situation. 

Farmers  Union  Grain  Co., 
Rudolph  Herman,  Manager. 

Hazelton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Elevators  filled.  Car  situation  serious. 
Farmers  reporting  winter  stored  grain  out  of 
condition.  Urge  immediate  action  get  cars. 

Hazelton  Farmers  Union 
Elevator  Co., 

M.  Pflugraph. 

Jud,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Please  get  in  touch  with  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Committee  Chairman  Wheeler  and 
insist  on  a  substantial  daily  increase  of 
empties  from  eastern  roads  to  western  roads. 
Latter  to  be  placed  in  the  country  for  grain 
movement.  Immediate  action  is  necessary 
so  grain  can  be  moved  to  avoid  spoilage  and 
get  transportation  and  warehouse  room  for 
the  next  crop  of  increased  production  which 
farmers  are  being  called  on  to  produce. 

Jud  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co., 

Fred  W.  Jahn. 

Manvel,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Our  boxcar  situation  is  very  critical. 
Farmers’  grain  going  out  of  condition  caus¬ 
ing  great  losses.  Please  do  something. 

Manvel  Farmers  Union 
Elevator  Co., 

Robert  a.  Busch. 

Scranton,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

For  the  past  3  months  we  have  been  unable 
to  operate  because  of  the  small  number  of 
grain  cars  we  have  received  to  ship  our  grain. 
Seventy  percent  of  1944  grain  crop  is  still  on 
the  farms;  much  of  it  in  poor  storage.  We 
ask  you  to  get  in  touch  with  Senator 
Wheeler  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mittee  and  insist  on  a  substantial  increase 
of  grain  cars  from  the  eastern  roads  to  our 
territory  so  we  can  move  this  grain.  Pros¬ 
pects  are  for  another  big  crop  and  unless  we 
can  move  some  of  this  grain  now  there  will 
be  no  place  to  store  this  grain  and  we  will  be 
plugged  entirely. 

Scranton  Equity  Exchange, 
Sam  Elenbaum,  Manager. 

Zap,  N.  Dak.,  April.6,  1945.  . 

The  empty  boxcar  situation  in  this  terri¬ 
tory  is  terrible.  We  have  some  25,000  bushels 
of  grain  ready  for  immediate  shipment  and  it 
is  almost  impossible  to  get  cars.  See  if  there 
is  anything  you  can  do. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Co. 


Beach,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 
Have  shipped  14  cars  grain  since  January 
1,  1945.  Elevator  blocked  continuously. 

Estimated  1,000,000  grain  in  territory.  Gran¬ 
ary  mostly  full.  Prospects  favorable  for  an¬ 
other  big  crop. 

Beach  Cooperative  Grain  Co. 


Mott,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

We  urge  you  to  back  Senator  Wheeler, 
chairman,  Interstate  Commerce  Committee, 
to  get  grain  Cars  to  the  Northwest.  Sixty- 
five  percent  of  last  year’s  crop  still  to  be 
moved 

Mott  Equity  Exchange. 


Golden  Valley,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

We  would  appreciate  very  much  if  you 
would  get  in  touch  with  Senator  Wheeler, 
chairman  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commit¬ 
tee,  to  do  something  to  relieve  the  grain-car 
shortage.  We  have  this  time  about  60  cars 
wheat  on  hand  ready  to  ship  and  about  as 
many  more  in  the  country.  Only  had  5  cars 


in  the  last  3  months.  Soon  have  to  make 
room  for  new  crop  and  possible  increase  in 
production. 

,  Farmers  Grain  Co. 

Beulah,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

Request  that  you  get  in  touch  with  I.  C.  C. 
Chairman  Wheeler  and  insist  an  increase  of 
boxcars  for  movement  grain  stored  on  county 
farms  and  elevators.  Unless  present  situation 
improves,  farmers  will  go  into  new  crop  pe¬ 
riod  without  ample  storage  for  their  grain, 
resulting  in  considerable  loss  through  spoil¬ 
age.  If  the  farmers  are  expected  to  increase 
their  1945  production,  it  is  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary  that  provision  be  made  for  movement 
of  grain  stored  on  farms  and  in  elevators  now 
and  for  the  crop  to  be  harvested  this  fall. 

Beulah  Farmers  Union 
•  Elevator  Co. 

New  England,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

Acute  shortage  of  boxcars  for  moving  graih 
is  going  to  cause  serious  hardship  and  loss  in 
this  territory  unless  immediate  .relief  ob¬ 
tained.  This  station  alone  will  require  900 
cars  to  move  grain  now  on  farms  to  make 
room  for  new  crop.  Received  only  22  cars  for 
loading  during  March  against  need  for  300. 
Will  require  300  cars  monthly  until  July  1  to 
make  room  for  new  crop  if  farmers  are  going 
to  have  protection  for  Increased  production 
their  Government  is  asking  of  them. 

Farmers  Equity  Exchange, 
Henning  Strom,  Manager. 

Harlow,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

The  grain  car  situation  is  very  serious  in 
North  pakota.  Our  elevator  blocked  a  large 
amount  of  grain  on  farms  which  must  be 
moved  soon.  Do  what  you  can  to  get  cars 
out  in  North  Dakota  for  prompt  loading  of 
grain. 

Farmers  Union  Cooperative  ~ 
Elevator  Co. 

Ellendale,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

Please  contact  Interstate  Committee  Chair¬ 
man  Wheeler  and  insist  on  substantial  daily 
increase  grain  empties  from  East  to  protect 
grain  now  in  store  houses  and  elevators  from 
spoiling  and  keep  cars  in  Northwest  to  pro¬ 
tect  increased  production  in  1945. 

Farmers  Union  Cooperative, 
Irwin  Gesme,  Manager. 

Richardton,  N.  Dak:,  April  7,  1945. 

Urgently  request  you  immediately  get  in 
touch  Interstate  Commerce  Committee 
Chairman  Wheeler  and  insist  on  a  substan¬ 
tial  increase  of  empties  from  eastern  roads 
to  western  roads  for  grain  movement  exclu¬ 
sively.  Immediate  action  necessary  so  grain 
will  not  spoil  and  have  warehouse  space  to 
handle  new  grain.  Half  old  wheat  still  on 
farms  unable  to  move.  Elevator  blocked. 
Richardton  Farmers  Union  Elevator, 
Robert  Gallagher.  . 


Killdeer,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Wiring  you  in  regards  to  car  shortage 
house  blocked  since  January  15;  30  percent  of 
last  year's  crop  to  move  yet.  Should  have 
cars  immediately  and  made  available  for  next 
2  months  in  order  move  present  crop  before 
harvest. 

Killdeer  Equity  Elevator  Co. 


Flasher,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

*  Fifty  percent  of  1944  wheat  crop  still  not 
marketed.  Elevators  blocked.  Grain  stored 
on  farms  in  inadequate  bins.  Urge  that  you 
contact  Interstate  Commerce  Committee 
and  Chairman  Wheeler  and  insist  on  a  sub¬ 
stantial  daily  increase  of  empties  from  east¬ 
ern  roads  to  wheat  territory  so  that  grain 
may  be  moved  before  further  spoilage. 

Flasher  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 
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Roth,  N.  Dak.,  April  6, 1945. 

We  urge  you  to  get  in  touch  with  Chair¬ 
man  Wheeler  and  insist  on  more  boxcars 
for  North  Dakota.  We  have  100,000  bushels 
grain  to  move  in  this  territory.  We  are  100 
percent  blocked. 

Roth  Farmers  Union  Elevator. 


Elgin,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

Due  to  railway  boxcar  shortages  all  local 
elevators  are  filled  up  with  cash  grain  which 
makes  it  unprofitable  in  fact  hazardous  to 
buy  grain.  Also  there  is  still  50  percent  or 
better  of  the  1944  crop  on  the  farms.  Much 
of  this  grain  is  in  open  bins  and  sheds  and 
must  be  moved  before  the  new  crop  is  har¬ 
vested  to  prevent  spoilage  and  make  room  for 
handling  new  crop.  We  feel  that  the  situa¬ 
tion  is  serious  and  that  a  special  effort  must 
be  made  to  get  grain  cars  so  that  this  problem 
can  be  cleared  up  before  the  summer  rains 
and  heat  come.  We  ask  that  you  bring  this 
problem  before  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  and  O.  D.  T.  so  that  we  can  get 
cars  to  handle  this  grain. 

Elgin  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Falkirk,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Have  Interstate  Commerce  Committee 
Chairman  Wheeler  get  some  cars  out  here. 
Elevator  plugged  for  4  months,  also  have  40,- 
000  bushels  wheat  outside  in  small  bins 
which  will  spoil  unless  we  can  move  it. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  & 
Mercantile  Co. 

Aneta,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Boxcar  situation  critical,  more  'boxcars 
needed. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Association. 

Wildrose,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Our  elevator  received  two  cars  past  week. 

Nelson  Grain  Co. 

Hamlet,  N.  Dak. 

Bottineau,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  one  car  last  week. 

Wheatland  Elevator. 

Rohrville,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Re  tel.  7th:  One  boxcar  received. 

Rohrville  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Cartwright,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

I  received  two  cars  this  week. 

International  Elevator  Co. 

Grace  City,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Shipped  four  cars  grain  week  April  2. 

„  Peavey  Elevators. 


Wellsburg,  N.  DaK,  April  9,  1945. 
Your  wire  received.  One  boxcar,  week  of 
April  7. 

Farmers’  Equity  Elevator  Co. 


Napoleon,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
We  did  not  get  any  boxcars  last  week. 

M.  E.  Meier  Elevator. 


Hurdsfield,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  three  boxcars  last  week. 

Occident  Elevator. 


Heaton,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  three  boxcars  last  week. 

Occident  Elevator, 
F.  J.  Newmiller. 


Butte,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Have  received  two  cars  the  past  week. 

O  &  M  Elevator  Co. 
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Northgate,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Week  ending  April  7,  5  boxcars. 

Occident  Elevator. 


New  Rockford,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  3  boxcars  last  week.  Could  use  50 
cars  in  the  next  month.  Suggest  you  get  in 
touch  with  Interstate  Commerce  Committee 
Chairman  Wheeler  at  once,  to  increase  the 
number  of  boxcars  for  the  Northwest. 

Munster  Equity  Elevator, 

-  W.  H.  Gulling,  Manager. 

Park  River,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Re  tel.  one  boxcar  past  week. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Ross,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  2  boxcars;  total,  11  cars  this  year. 

Ross  Farmers’  Elevator. 


Eldridge,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
'  Two  cars  received  last  week. 

Occident  Elevator  Co. 


McClusky,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  three  boxcars-  this  week. 

Wahl  Grain  Co. 

Goodrich,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Relative  to  your  inquiry  about  boxcars;  we 
had  4  cars  this  week,  should  have  had  20. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Association. 


Verona,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  cars  this  week;  should  have 
more  at  once.  House  will  be  blocked  as  soon 
as  roads  dry. 

Verona  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 


Hansford,  N.  Dak.,  April  9, 1945. 

Received  one  boxcar  last  week. 

Hurd  Independent  Elevator. 

Gladstone,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

No  cars  since  March  17;  11  cars  this  year. 

Birds  all  Elevator. 

Coulee,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

Imperative  you  impress  upon  I.  C.  C.  Chair¬ 
man  Wheeler  need  for  substantial  daily  in¬ 
crease  of  empty  grain  boxes  to  move  the 
grain  out  and  make  room  for  increased  pro¬ 
duction  called  for  in  1945.  Cars  should  move 
from  eastern  roads  to  western  roads  and 
placed  in  counties  for  grain  movement  exclu¬ 
sively. 

Coulee  Farmers  Union  Elevator. 

Rawson,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

With  acute  car  shortage,  elevators  blocked. 
Nearly  every  farmer  all  bins  full  of  grain. 
If  we  can’t  start  movement  said  grain  soon, 
the  farmers  won’t  have  room  to  store  the 
coming  crop.  Would  appreciate  very  much 
if  you  would  get  in  touch  with  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  and  insist  that  they 
move  a  substantial  movement  of  cars  from 
eastern  roads  to  Northwest. 

Rawson  Cooperative  Elevator, 
John  Covilin. 

Ryder,  N.  Dak.,  April  10,  1945. 

Re  telegram:  Only  received  four  grain  cars 
February,  three  cars  in  March,  one  car  so  far 
In  April.  Please  do  your  best. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator. 


Parshall,  N.  Dak.,  April  10,  1945. 
Received  2  cars  past  week. 

Parshall  Grain  Co. 

Parshall,  N.  Dak.,  April  10,  1945. 
Received  4  cars  past  week  2  elevators. 

Farmers  Union  Coppep.ative 
Elevator  Co. 


Parshall,  N.  Dak.,  April  10,  1945. 

In  reply  to  your  wire,  10  boxcars  since 
January  1;  1  last  week;  elevator  blocked. 

Osborne  McMillan  Elevator  Co. 


Antler,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  four  boxcars  last  week;  none  week 
before. 

Antler  Cooperative  Grain  Co. 


Wyndmere,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
In  answer  your  wire  relative  boxcars  re¬ 
ceived  our  last  boxcar  April  2. 

Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Cayuga,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  boxcars  week  April  7. 

Producers  Marketing  Co. 


Dazey,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Had  one  car  last  week,  short  10  cars  on 
cash  wheat,  2  cars  cash  oats,  1  car  cash  flax, 
1  car  cash  barley,  and  15  cars  of  other  grain 
to  dispose  of  between  now  and  July  1. 

Carl  Oglesby, 

Leon  Andersrt, 

Satre  Lyle  Bender, 
Helmer  Cristenson, 

H.  M.  Hansen, 

Melvin  Quick, 

Directors. 


Reynolds,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  last  week. 

Reynolds  Grain  Elevator. 

Regan,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Loaded  only  1  car  since  January  20.  Need 
13  at  once. 

Peavey  Elevator. 


Burnstad,  N.  Dak..  April  9,  1945. 

We  did  not  have  any  boxcars  for  the  last 
2  weeks. 

Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co., 
Otto  A.  Kp.ein. 

Turtle  Lake,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co.  received  3 
cars  last  week  and  the  Occident  Elevator  2 
cars.  We  estimate  that  there  is  about  250,000 
bushels  of  grain  in  the  country  to  be  shipped. 
Farmers  living  some  distance  from  towrj  have 
not  sold  any  of  last  years  -crop  due  to  car 
shortage. 

Equity  Elevator  &  Trading  Co., 

John  Seeger,  Manager. 

Occident  Elevator, 

G.  L.  Brokofsky,  Agent. 


Hampden,  N.  Dak.,  April  9, 1945. 
We  had  2  boxcars  the  past  week.  Thanks 
for  the  inquiry. 

Hampden  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Portland,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
We  received  4  cars  last  week.  This  is  un¬ 
usual;  75  cars  of  cash  grain  in  our  elevators. 
We  have  been  blocked  since  January  15. 
Portland  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Tower  City,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Had  no  grain  boxes  ftst  week;  elevator 
full. 

Tower  City  Grain  Co. 

Wyndmere,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  two  boxcars  on  April  2. 

Farmers  Grain  &  Fuel  Co. 

GRANo,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  one  boxcar  last  week.  , 

Atlantic  Elevator  Co. 

Battleview,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Had  two  boxcars  last  week. 

The  St.  Anthony  &  Dakota  Elevator  Co. 

Sheldon >  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Did  not  receive  any  grain  cars  last  week. 

Coburn  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 


Golden  Valley,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Received  2  boxcars  past  week,  30  more 
needed. 


Occident  Elevator. 


Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

Received  last  week  two  cars  at  Oriska, 
three  Durbin,  nine  Sanborn,  none  Wild  Rice, 
one  Gilby,  two  Honeyford,  one  Meckinock, 
none  Herrick. 

Valley  Grain  Co. 

Red  River  Grain  Co. 


Minot,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 

We  received  four  boxcars  last  week. 

Minot  Farmers  Cooperative 

Grain  Association. 

Buffalo,  N.  Dak.,  April  6,  1945. 

Dear  Sir:  In  answer  to  your  wire  just  re¬ 
received  in  regard  to  boxcars.  I  have  had  two 
cars  this  week.  I  might  also  add  that  I  had 
only  two  during  March. 

Yours  truly, 

W.  R.  Endersbe,  Manager. 


South  Heart,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Have  received  20  boxcars  for  grain  from 
January  1  to  date;  that  would  be  enough  for 
about  5  days’  run;  will  need  250  cars  to  move 
last  year’s  grain  before  the  new  crop. 

Farmers  Cooperative  Elevator  Co. 


Flasher,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
We  received  no  boxcars  last  week. 

Flasher  Farmers  Union  Elevator  Co. 

Trenton,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
One  boxcar  last  week. 

•  Farmers  Elevator  Co. 

Edgeley,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
Had  three  cars. 

Farmers  Union  Grain  Co. 


Carrington,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 

No  boxcars  received  this  week. 

Farmers  Independent  Elevator  Co. 

M.  F.  Walsh,  Manager. 

Edmunds  Farmers  Union  Grain  Co., 

Edmunds,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Hon.  William  Danger, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Langer:  I  have  two  elevators  full 
of  grain  and  one  house  has  weevils  and  bran 
worms  and  would  like  to  get  cars  to  get  some 
of  the  grain  out  so  I  could  turn  the  grain 
over  before  there  is  any  more  loss  on  the 
grain.  I  got  four  cars  from  the  railroad  and 
took  off  the  tops  of  each  bin,  but  that  does 
not  help  me  out.  Please  do  what  you  can  to 
help  out. 

Yours  truly, 

D.  E.  Luhrs,  Manager, 


Sawyer,  N.  Dak.,  April  9,  1945. 
During  January,  February,  and  March  re¬ 
ceived  47  cars  in  1944;  during  January,  Feb¬ 
ruary,  and  March  received  10  cars  in  1945; 
received  4  cars  first  week  in  April  1945;  have 
suffered  great  losses  because  of  poor  distribu¬ 
tion  of  carff. 

Sawyer  Farmers  Cooperative  Association, 


Niagara  Cooperative  Elevator  Co., 

Niagara,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Hon.  William  Langer, 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Langer:  In  reply  to  your 
telegram  regarding  the  grain-car  situation. 
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During  the  month  of  March  we  loaded  six 
cars  of  grain;  four  of  those  cars  were  shipped 
in  to  this  station  with  coal  or  other  mer¬ 
chandise,  so  we  were  really  furnished  only 
two  cars  in  March. 

We  loaded  one  car  this  week,  with  the 
exception  that  today  we  loaded  an  ore  car, 
which  is  only  a  very  small  car,  and  is  shipped 
at  the  responsibility  of  the  consignor  or  the 
consignee;  in  other  words,  the  railroad  com¬ 
pany  will  not  assume  responsibility  for  loss 
from  using  open-car  equipment. 

We  are  blocked  much  of  the  time.  We  are 
unable  to  clean  grain  for  our  patrons  for  the 
reason  that  we  cannot  get  room  for  handling. 

Yours  very  truly, 

E.  F.  Lind,  Manager. 

Kindred  Farmers  Elevator  Co., 

Kindred,  N.  Dak.,  April  7,  1945. 
Hon.  William  Langer, 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Lancer:  We  have  your  wire  re¬ 
questing  information  on  the  number  of  cars 
we  have  received  this  past  week.  We  had 
3  cars  set  in  here  and  picked  up  2  in  the  yards 
for  the  best  record  we  have  had  for  any  week 
this  year.  At  the  present  time  we  have  37 
cars  ordered  and  are  waiting  for  them.  It  is 
exceptionally  bad  for  us  as  seed  cleaning  is 
coming  on  when  we  will  be  so  rushed  with 
this  chore  it  is  going  to  be  difficult  to  find 
time  to  load,  and  then  we  have  our  annual 
cut-off  on  April  30  and  should  get  this  stuff 
out  so  we 'can  get  our  cut-off  made.  Hope 
you  can  put  some  pressure  on  the  guys  who 
are  running  this  show  and  if  they  come  with 
any  more  cracks  like  they  did  about  its  being 
“presumptuous”  to  ask  for  cars  to  relieve  this 
condition;  put  them  in  their  place  on  that 
also. 

Thank  you  for  your  interest  in  this  matter 
and  I  hope  you  can  get  some  quick  action. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  H.  Johnson, 

Manager,  Elevator  Department. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  has  disclosed  the  great  shortage  of 
farm  machinery  and  has  pointed  out  that 
sufficient  farm  machniery  has  not  been 
made  available  to  our  farmers.  Of 
course,  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
knows  that  our  farmers  are  confronted 
with  the  most  serious  problems  that  ever 
faced  farmers  in  the  entire  history  of 
the  world.  In  spite  of  those  problems 
they  are  measuring  up  in  the  most  mag¬ 
nificent  way.  But  does  the  Senator 
know  that  short  as  the  supply  of  farm 
machinery  is  this  year,  next  year  the 
manufacture  of  farm  machinery  will  be 
reduced  40  percent,  and  that  the  decision 
to  do  so  has  already  been  made  by  de¬ 
partments  in  Washington? 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  did  not  know  that  un¬ 
til-  this  afternoon,  when  I  was  so  in¬ 
formed  by  a  distinguished  Senator  who 
Is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry  and  who  is  familiar 
with  the  situation  to  which  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  refers.  The  situation 
spells  absolute  disaster  for  the  farmers, 
because  reports  already  indicate  that 
there  is  a  30-percent  reduction  in  the 
manufacture  of  farm  machinery.  If 
there  be  added  to  that  reduction  another 
of  40  percent,  it  will  mean  that  the 
farmers  who  have  not  been  able  to  buy 


machinery  will  be  practically  destitute 
of  necessary  farm  machinery. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
been  informed  in  the  past  few  days  by 
representatives  of  the  War  Production 
Board  that  the  farm  machinery  quota 
for  this  quarter  has  been  cut  back  30 
percent  from  the  original  basis  of  a  year 
ago.  Furthermore,  no  reduction  was 
made  in  lend-lease  requirements  with 
regard  to  farm  machinery.  That  in¬ 
formation  was  received  by  me  from  the 
office  of  the  War  Production  Board. 
There  is  a  shortage  of  farm  machinery. 
That  statement  applies  especially  to  the 
present  quarter.  The  allotment  of  ma¬ 
chinery  which  we  have  been  afforded 
heretofore  is  to  be  reduced  considerably. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Langer], 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  on  my 
amendment  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  the  re¬ 
quest  sufficiently  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
will  withdraw  his  request.  I  have  no 
objection  to  a  yea-and-nay  vote  being 
taken  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  wish  to  delay  the  Senate.  I  withdraw 
my  point  of  no  quorum. 

Mr.  BARKLEY.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  unduly  delay  the  Senate.  The 
amendment  on  which  we  are  about  to 
vote  reads  as  follows; 

And  provided  further,  That  hothing  con¬ 
tained  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  manufacture  for,  or  the  disposi¬ 
tion  to,  any  foreign  government,  of  any  ma¬ 
chinery,  implements,  or  equipment  suitable 
for  use  on  the  farm. 

If  the  amendment  were  adopted,  it 
would  mean  that  under  the  lend-lease 
program  we  could  not  lend,  lease,  or  pro¬ 
vide  any  machinery  to  any  country  for 
the  purpose  of  producing  food  for  our 
own  armies.  No  corn,  wheat,  grain,  or 
any  other  food  product  of  any  kind  could 
be  raised  in  many  foreign  countries  for 
the  purpose  of  feeding  our  own  men  who 
are  in  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United 
States.  Certainly  the  Senate  should  not 
agree  to  an  amendment  of  that  nature. 
I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  rejected,' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer],  On  this  question  the  yeas  and 
nays  have  been  requested.  Is  the  re¬ 
quest  sufficiently  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were,  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  announce  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Andrews],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Chandler], 
and  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Maybank]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Glass  1,  the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Meap],  and  the  Senator  from  Nevada 


[Mr.  ScrughamI  are  absent  because  of 
illness. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellan]  and  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Thomas]  are  detained  in  Govern¬ 
ment  departments  on  business  pertain¬ 
ing  to  their  respective  States. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Mitchell]  is  absent  on  official  business 
with  the  Special  Committee  to  Investi¬ 
gate  the  National  Defense  Program. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  O’Dan¬ 
iel],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Stewart],  and  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land  [Mr.  Tydings]  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

I  further  announce  that  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank]  is 
paired  with  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Thomas].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Carolina  would  vote 
“nay”  and  the  Senator  from  Idaho  would 
vote  "yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas] 
has  a  general  pair  with  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges],  I  am 
advised  that,  if  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges]  has  a  gen¬ 
eral  pair  with  the  Senator  from  Utah 
[Mr.  Thomas],  He  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr.  Thomas], 
who  would  vote  “yea,”  has  a  pair  on  this 
question  with  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank]  ,  who  would  vote 
“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr.  Rob¬ 
ertson],  the  Senator  from  Idaho  [Mr. 
Thomas],  and  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Young]  are  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  28, 
nays  46,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 28 


Bankhead 

Hickenlooper 

Shipstead 

Brooks 

Johnson,  Calif. 

Taft 

Buck 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Thomas,  Okla. 

Bushfield 

La  Follette 

Wheeler 

Butler 

Langer 

Wherry 

Capper 

McCarran 

Wiley 

Downey 

McKellar 

Willis 

Eastland 

Millikin 

Wilson 

Gurney 

Moore 

Hawkes 

Revereomb 

NAYS— 46 

Austin 

Green 

Myers 

Bailey^ 

Guffey 

O’Mahoney 

Ball 

Hart 

Overton 

Barkley 

Hatch 

Pepper 

Bilbo 

Hayden 

Radcliffe 

Brewster 

Hill 

Russell 

Briggs 

Hoey 

Saltonstall 

Burton 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Taylor 

Chavez 

Kilgore 

Tobey 

Connally 

Lucas 

Tunnell 

Donnell 

McFarland 

Vandenberg 

Ellender 

McMahon 

Wagner 

Ferguson 

Magnuson 

Walsh 

Fulbright 

Morse 

White 

George 

Murdock 

Gerry 

Murray 

NOT  VOTING— 

-22 

Aiken 

McClellan 

Smith 

Andrews 

Maybank 

Stewart 

Bridges 

Mead 

Thomas,  Idaho 

Byrd 

Mitchell 

Thomas,  Utah 

Capehart 

O’Daniel 

Tydings 

Chandler 

Reed 

Young 

Cordon 

Robertson 

Glass 

Scrugham 

So  Mr.  Langer’s  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill 
having  been  read  three  times,  the  ques¬ 
tion  now  is.  Shall  the  bill  pass? 

The  bill  (Hi  R.  2013)  was  passed. 


EFFECT  OF  STABLE  MONEY  PACTS  ON 
AMERICAN  EXPORTS 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  President,  in  vie\y 
Df  the  fact  that  we  have  just  extended 
the  Lend-Lease  Act,  I  should  like  to  have 
permission  to  read  into  the  Record  for 
a^out  half  a  minute  material  taken  from 
one  of  the  daily  papers  of  Omaha  under 
daye  of  September  23,  1944.  The  article 
is  entitled  “Stable  Money  Pacts  Si^fned. 
Trade  Agreements  Ban  United  States 
Gototls.”  The  article  is  by  Lou  Schneider, 
and  beads ; 

The,  Netherlands,  Belgium,  and  Luxem¬ 
burg  (governments  concluded,  several  months 
ago,  pqst-war  trade  and  money  agreements. 
France,!  Belgium,  and  the  Netherlands  are 
now  concluding  a  like  agreement.  As  soon 
as  that  Is  completed,  Great  Britaip  will  sign 
a  similar  accord  with  the  Dutch -French- 
Belgian  bloc. 

These  Economic  agreements  call  for  a 
stabilizing  of  currency  exchange  rates  and 
the  suspending  of  all  trade  tariffs  between 
the  nations  involved.  Purpose  is  for  rapid 
post-war  rehabilitation  and  to  form  a  west¬ 
ern  European  bloc  as  far  as  trade  and  com¬ 
merce  goes. 

The  international  monetary  machinery  set 
up  at  the  Brecon  Woods  Conference  will  not 
be  disturbed.  But,  outside  of  lend-lease 
shipments  from  America,  tlj[e  new  setups  will 
be  a  “lock-out”,  of  UnitecJ  States  exports — 
except  for  essentials  unobtainable  elsewhere. 

EDITORIAL  COMMENT  ON  THE  FULL- 
EMPLOYMENT  BILL 

Mr.  MURRAY,  President,  since 

the  introduction  of  the  full-employment 
bill,  sponsored  in  thq'  Senate  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  YorJ£  IMr.  Wagner],  the 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Thomas], 
the  Senator  frgm  Wyoming  [Mr. 
O’Mahoney],  and  myself,  and  in  the 
House  by  Representative  Wright  Patman, 
the  newspapers  of  the  country  have  made 
a  significant  contribution  to  public  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  problem  through  con¬ 
tinuous  editorial  discussion  of  post-war 
employment  in  general  and  the  full- 
employment  bill  in  particular. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  some  of 
the  more  important  editorial  -comments 
upon  the  full-employment  bill  may  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  in 
connection  With  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
comments  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

[Frorp  the  Nashville  Tennessean  of 
March  31,  1945] 

For  All  Hands 

In  the  Intervening  weeks  since  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  Senator  Murray’s  full-employ¬ 
ment  bill,  the  reaction  of  American  business 
has  not  been  such  as  to  indicate  an  appre¬ 
ciation  of  the  fact  that  because  the  problem 
involves  a  major  Government  responsibility 
there  will  definitely  be  some  sort  of  legisla¬ 
tion  in  this  field. 

Fkill  employment — or  full  prosperity — lies 
within  our  production  potential,  as  the  cur¬ 
rent  war  has  served  to  demonstrate;  Yet 
60,000,000  jobs  far  exceed  bur  best  peacetime' 
record.  Should  we  follow  our  traditional 
pattern  of  boom  and  collapse,  the  current 
heights  which  we  have  achieved  would  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  violence  of  the  downward 
plunge  and  would  increase  the  depth  and 


length  of  the  depression.  Our  production 
potential  cannot  be  realized — and  slowly  but 
progressively  expanded — without  concerned 
planning  and  effort. 

Because  this  inescapably  entails  grave  Gov¬ 
ernment  responsibility,  Congress  may  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  act  to  set  up  such  safeguards  as 
it  can  to  prevent  a  crash  from  our  present 
heights  and  to  encourage  an  expanding  peace¬ 
time  economy.  It  would  be  an  act  of  ex¬ 
treme  short-sightedness  on  the  part  of  Ameri¬ 
can  business  to  set  itself  against  such  in¬ 
evitable  legislation. 

By  such  a  course  it  would  forfeit  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  contribute  constructive  criti¬ 
cism  and  advice  and  share  in  making  such 
legislative  safeguards  serve  most,  usefully. 
The  childish  and  unconstructive  criticism  of 
the  President’s  goal  of  60,000,000  jobs  during 
the  past  90  days  is  an  example  of  the  nega¬ 
tive  attitude  assumed  by  some  spokesmen  of 
industry.  Talk  like  “the  emphasis  in  jobs  is 
all  wrong;  it’s  production  that  counts”  is 
mere  twaddle.  The  President’s  meaning  is 
clear.  He  ohose  to  define  the  goal  in  con¬ 
crete  terms  of  employment.  Other  terms 
could  have  been  just  as  meaningful. 

Business  leaders  now  have  before  them 
Senator  Murray’s  proposal  for  Government’s 
contribution  toward  prosperity.  His  bill  puts 
primary  emphasis  on  supplementing  private 
initiative  with  Federal  public-works  programs 
to  assure  a  full  budget  of  jobs.  If  no  broader 
or  sounder  program  is  forthcoming,  this  bill 
or  another  of  similar  nature  will  likely  pass. 
Business  stands  to  benefit  by  a  helpful  and 
constructive  attitude  toward  such  legislation. 
It  has  everything  to  lose  by  adopting  a  defen¬ 
sive  and  petulant  position. 

[From  the  Rapid  City  (S.  Dak.)  Journal  of 
March  30,  1945] 

Up  Dictator,  Down  People 

Plans  for  employment  after  the  war  are 
subject  to  a  wide  uncertainty  because  of  the 
impossibility  of  the  human  mind  to  weigh 
all  the  imponderables. 

Many  experts  have  set  60,000,000  as  the 
number  of  jobs  it  will  be  necessary  for  a 
prosperous  nation  to  fill  after  the  war.  Some 
of  the  experts  are  getting  pessimistic.  They 
are  fearful  that  it  can’t  be  done. 

Comes  now  another  expert,  Ralph  Robey, 
with  the  robust  statement  that  60,000,000 
jobs  is  a  fantasy.  He  sets  the  number  of 
those  who  will  be  willing  to  work  at  58,000,- 
000  to  59,000,000,  and  from  these  figures  de¬ 
ducts  the  normal  number  who  will  not  work, 
anyway,  the  women  who  will  go  back  to  the 
home,  the  number  who  will  remain  in  the 
armed  forces,  and  arrives  at  a  figure  of 
54,000,000.  If  it  is  54,000,000  instead  of  60,- 
000,000,  he  contends,  the  situation  will  be 
very  much  easier  to  contend  with.  That 
extra  6,000,000  would  be  an  immensely  harder 
nut  to  crack  than  all  the  rest. 

Extraordinary  efforts  are  being  made  to 
meet  the  situation.  Private  industry  feels 
that  it  is  on  the  spot  and  has  been  planning 
vigorously.  For  more  than  18  months  it  has 
been  moving  to  meet  the  situation — to  bring 
about  expanding  industry  in  every  commu¬ 
nity.  It  relies  upon  the  demonstrated  fact 
that  Initiative,  vision,  and  courage  have 
always  accounted  for  a  large  part  of  every 
productive  movement  in  the  world's  history. 
Enough  steam  behind  private  enterprise,  it 
thinks,  will  solve  the  problem. 

Government  is  alert  to  the  situation  also. 
One  theory  is  that  government  should  do 
everything,  another  that  government'should 
supplement  the  efforts  of  private  enterprise, 
take  up  the  slack,  supplement,  round  out 
the  efforts  of  industry  which  fall  short. 

The  struggle  of  Fascists,  Communists,  Na¬ 
tional  Socialists,  and  other  social  extremists, 
all  of  which  would  exalt  what  they  think 
would  be  security  at  the  expense  of  liberty, 
is  enormously  aided  by  the  gross  wastes, 
losses,  and  despairs  of  war.  Liberty  is  In  dire 


^eril;  democracy,  which  we  believe  is  t: 
Nope  of  the  world,  is  fighting  for  its  lit-. 
Unless  we  can  strike  a  balance  between  pri¬ 
vate  enterprise  and  government  regimenta¬ 
tion  it  will  be  up  dictator,  down  people. 

Senator  Murray,  of  Montana,  has  a  bill  in 
Congress,  which,  on  its  face  at  least,  attempts 
to  reconcile  this  clash  between  private  enter¬ 
prise  and  government  domination. 

The  declared  objectives  of  this  bill  are  to 
fostei  free  competitive  enterprise,  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  private  capital  in  trade  and  com¬ 
merce)  the  development  of  national  re¬ 
source^  and  the  assurance  at  all  times  of 
adequate  employment. 

It  aims  to  win  three  objectives  by  a  gov¬ 
ernment  set-up  which  shall  estimate  the 
number  pf  people  requiring  employment,  the 
volume  of  needed  investment,  the  degree  to 
Which  this  volume  is  in  sight,  the  amount  of 
cooperation  from  government  which  will  be 
needed  tq  supplement  the  investment  in 
sight. 

The  President  would  be  required  to  sub¬ 
mit  to  Congress  plans  and  a  budget  to  meet 
any  such  shortage. 

There  are  two  high  hurdles.  The  first  is 
the  imponderables  which  the  human  mind 
can  neither  estimate  or  agree  upon,  and  the 
second  is  that-; we  shall  continue  for  the  next 
4  years  to  have  the  same  kind  of  a  political 
government  which  we  have  had  for  the  last 
12,  a  government  which  is  pot  disposed  to  an 
impartial  weighing  of  the  known  factors  but 
is  committed  tp  government  as  the  ruler, 
not  the  servant,  .of  man. 

[From  the  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch  of  January 
23,  1945] 

Senator1.  Murray's  Bill 

Senator  James  E.  Murray  has  introduced  a 
bill  to  implement  a  new  principle  of  demo¬ 
cratic  government.  :It  is  called  a  “full  em¬ 
ployment  bill,”  and  i|  designed  to  gear  public 
works,  not  to  politics,1: not  to  doles,  but  to  the 
Nation’s  need  for  jobs  at  any  given  time.  It 
would  set  up  the  almost  automatic  machin¬ 
ery  whereby  Federal  projects  would  be  thrown 
into  the  breach  when  private  enterprise 
could  not  provide  maximum  employment — 
and  only  then.  The  bill  will  be  ill-received 
by  many  conservatives.  Actually  it  is  aimed 
at  showing  up  -.’the  very;  system  that  made 
America  great. 

In  his  historic  message  to  Congress  of  Jan¬ 
uary  11,  1944,  President  Roosevelt  enunciated 
the  principle  which  the  Murray  bill  would 
put  into  practice.  At  that.time  he  set  forth 
an  economic’ bill  of  rights \ .“under  which  a 
new  basis  of  security  and  prosperity  can  be 
established.”  One  of  those  rights  was  “the 
right  to  a  useful  and  remunerative  job.” 

During  the  Presidential  campaign,  he  re¬ 
turned  to  that  theme.  Both  candidates  ac¬ 
cepted  tlqe  idea  that  public  works  must  be 
relied  upon  when  necessary  to  bridge  the 
chasm  between  unemployment;  and  full  em¬ 
ployment,  but  Mr.  Roosevelt  was  the  more 
forceful,  “To  assure  the  full  realization  of 
the  right  to  a  useful  and  remunerative  em¬ 
ployment,”  he  said  at  Chicago,  “s[n  adequate 
program  must  provide  America  with  close  to 
60,000,000  productive  jobs.” 

He  returned  to  the  new  bill  of  rights  in  his 
recent  message,  called  the  right  to  a  job  “the 
most  fundamental”  of  all,  and  added.  “The 
Federal  Government  must  see  to  it  that  these 
rights  become  realities.”  Firmly  he  con¬ 
tinued:  “We  must  make  sure  that;  private 
enterprise  works  as  it  is  supposed  to  work.” 

Ideas  always  march  ahead  of  events,  and 
principles  ahead  of  the  tools  that  make  them 
operate.  The  idea  of  popular  government 
grew  in  Greece  and  flowered,  many  centuries 
later,  under  the  care  of  such  men  as  John 
Locke  and  Rousseau  and  Jefferson,  until 
finally  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  made 
it  a  reality. 

Similarly,  the  idea  that  government  has 
economic  as  well  as  political  responsibilities 
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ha§  been  growing  in  this  country  since  the 
Honaestead  Acts  were  passed  under  Lincoln. 
It  grew  with  the  Sherman  Act  under  Theo¬ 
dore  Roosevelt;  with  the  setting  up  of  the 
Bureau  'of  Reclamation.  Mr.  Hoover  said  in 
1930  thafc\  "Economic  depression  cannot  be 
cured  by  legislative  action  or  Executive  pro¬ 
nouncement:4..’  Yet  he  took  huge  strides  to¬ 
ward  the  principle  of  economically  respon¬ 
sible  government  when  he  set  up  the  R.  F.  C. 

The  idea  grew  \ll  over  the  world  with  in¬ 
dustrial  and  technical  progress  and.  the  ex¬ 
haustion  of  new  land  frontiers.  When  men 
were  out  of  work  by  the  millions,  they  had 
nowhere  to  turn  except  to  government,  and 
the  resultant  unrest  proved  dangerous  to  the 
very  life  of  democracy.  It  was  thus  in  Ger¬ 
many.  \ 

England  tried  the  dole.  Tire  United  States 
tried  C.  W.  A.,  W.  P.  A.,  C.  C.  Ov,  and  similar 
projects,  some  of  which  were  sound  and  sur¬ 
vived.  The  administration,  beginning  in 
1932,  was  faced  with  the  stark  neb^ssity  of 
keeping  democracy  on  its  feet  and  keeping 
out  revolutionary  movements  and  methods 
of  solving  a  mass  unemployment  problem 
unequaled  in  history. 

However  lyrically  the  principle  of  “jobs  for 
all”  may  be  expressed,  that  is  what  is  behind 
it.  Another  W'ave  of  mass  unemployment  in 
this  country  might  see  democracy,  the  pri¬ 
vate  enterprise  system,  representative  govern¬ 
ment  as  we  know  it,  collapsing.  The  alterna¬ 
tive  is  to  strengthen  the  whole  system  by 
guiding  it  into  new  evolutions  and  improve¬ 
ments  that  will  face  up  to  the  changing  times 
and  conditions,  yet  without  impairing  the 
initiative  of  American  business  or  the  enter¬ 
prise  of  American  industry. 

What  Senator  Murray  proposes  is  the  most 
promising  machinery  yet  offered,  because  it 
relates  employment  to  production  by  annual 
survey;  because  it  confines  Federal  spending 
to  those  areas  and  periods  where  private 
enterprise  can’t  make  the  grade.  The  Presi¬ 
dent’s  principle  and  Murray’s  plan  are  based 
on  the  thesis  that  strong  and  independent 
people  want  no  freedom  to  hunger;  that  the 
time  has  passed  when  government  can  “let 
them  eat  cake.”  The  choice  now  lies  between 
progress  and  survival  or  stagnation  and  eco¬ 
nomic  disaster. 

[From  the  Fort  Worth  (Tex.)  Star-Telegram, 
January  25,  1945] 

Peacetime  Jobs 

The  national  full  employment  bill,  spon¬ 
sored  by  Senators  Wagner,  Murray,  and 
O’Mahoney,  and  statements  by  Henry  A.  Wal¬ 
lace  as  nominee  for  Secretary  of  Commerce 
bearing  the  same  assurances  of  post-war  jobs 
for  all  are  calculated  to  mislead  many  people 
that  the  Federal  Government  as  in  the  de¬ 
pression  will  provide  such. 

The  size  of  our  national  debt  and  heavy 
taxation  will  be  a  barrier  to  the  plan  of 
made-work  by  the  Government,  save  in  ex¬ 
treme  emergencies,  and  hence  it  is  necessary 
that  the  people  realize  that  the  sdurce  of 
employment  in  the  post-war  period  will  be 
private  enterprise,  which  provides  produc¬ 
tive  work.  Thus,  the  rejuvenation  of  busi¬ 
ness  and  industry  becomes  the  cardinal  ob¬ 
jective  of  any  post-war  plan  of  full  employ¬ 
ment.  That  fundamental  proposition  is  ob¬ 
scured  by  the  undue  emphasis  upon  the 
function  of  government  In  affording  work  for 
the  people.  It  is  confirmed  by  the  following 
statement  in  the  Senate  bill;  “It  is  the  policy 
of  the  United  States  to  foster  free  competi¬ 
tive  enterprise  and  the  investment  of  private 
capital  in  trade  and  commerce  and  in  the 
development  of  natural  resources  of  the 
United  States.1’ 

The  import  of  that  sound  principle  should 
not  be  lost  in  the  political  pressure  for  pub¬ 
lic-works  projects,  unemployment  compensa¬ 
tion,  subsidies,  and  other  expediencies  which 
in  future  years  will  be  financed  by  taxes  rath¬ 
er  than  borrowings.  Incidentally,  should 


the  Senate  bill  be  passed,  the  preparation  of 
“a  national  employment  and  production 
budget”  should  be  delegated  to  men  of  busi¬ 
ness  experience  and  ability  such  as  the  ousted 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  Jesse  H.  Jones,  rather 
than  inexperienced  theorists  such  as  Henry 
Wallace. 

]From  the  Charleston  (W.  Va.)  Mail  of 
January  31,  1945] 

The  Murray  Bill 

Implementation  of  the  administration's 
program  to  provide  “full  employment”  dur¬ 
ing  the  post-war  period  has  begun  with  the 
introduction  of  the  Murray  bill  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Tackling  the  employment  problem  as 
a  mathematical  exercise,  the  proposal  is  based 
upon  this  scheme:  First,  determine  how 
many,  jobs  are  needed  each  year;  subtract 
from  this  the  number  of  jobs  likely  to  be 
made  by  private  enterprise;  estimate  trow 
much  that  figure  can  be  increased  by  Govern¬ 
ment  encouragement  to  private  industry,  and 
add  on  enough  federally  created  jobs  to  equal 
the  total  originally  accepted  as  necessary  for 
full  employment. 

From  the  administrative  standpoint,  the 
measure  calls  for  a  national  production  and 
.employment  budget,  to  be  formulated  an¬ 
nually  by  the  President  and  submitted  to 
Congress  along  with  the  Federal  Budget  cov¬ 
ering  Government  expenditures.  The  pro¬ 
posed,  production  and  employment  lay-out 
would  .embody  detailed  information  or.  em¬ 
ployment  under  private  enterprise  and  fed¬ 
erally  encouraged  private  enterprise'.  Also 
recommended  in  the  bill  is  a  general  pro¬ 
gram  of  public  works  to  be  paid  for  with 
Government  funds.  But  the  recurrence  of 
the  W.  P.  A.  idea  of  made  work  under  gov¬ 
ernmental  supervision  is  presented  by  the 
prevision  that  public  works  would  be  car¬ 
ried  on  by  private  concerns  operating  under 
Government  contracts. 

Under  the  Murray  bill,  there  would  be  a 
joint  committee  on  the  national  budget,  in¬ 
cluding  nine  Members  of  each  house.  Its 
duties  would  consist  chiefly  of  studying  the 
document  and  reporting  their  findings  by 
March  1  in  order  that  other  congressional 
committees  might  be  guided  in  dealing  with 
legislation  relating  to  the  national  budget. 

Whether  this  proposed  measure  is  the  best 
solution  to  the  problem  of  providing  Jobs  for 
Americans  after  the  war  is  a  matter  which 
merits  exhaustive  investigation  and  careful 
consideration  by  Congress.  It  should  not  be 
overlooked  by  either  the  executive  or  the  leg< 
islative  branches  of  the  Government,  how¬ 
ever,  that  jobs  cannot  be  regarded  as  so  many 
objects  to  be  counted  from  time  to  time. 
Their  number  is  directly  dependent  upon 
many  factors.  Of  these,  none  is  more  im¬ 
portant  than  a  Government  policy  which  en¬ 
courages  the  expansion  of  industries  on  an 
independent  basis.  With  the  proper  incen¬ 
tive,  American  industry  might  progress  to  the 
point  of  utilizing  all  the  post-war  manpower 
without  financial  assistance  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

[From  the  Chicago  Times  of  January  31, 1945] 
Jobs  for  All 

Business  and  government  are  in  close 
agreement  on  the  number  of  jobs  it  will  take 
to  maintain  high  level  employment  when 
the  war  ends  and  Johnny  comes  marching 
home.  If  Johnny  is  to  find  security  and 
prosperity,  President  Roosevelt  has  said,  an 
adequate  program  must  provide  America  with 
close  to  60,000,000  productive  jobs. 

The  Committee  for  Economic  Development, 
a  businessmen’s  group  organized  to  antici¬ 
pate  the  rightful  demands  of  veterans  and 
war  workers  returning  to  civilian  work,  sets 
a  figure  of  fifty-three  to  fifty-six  million 
needed  post-war  jobs  30  to  45  percent  above 
the  1940  figure. 


BUSINESS  PLANS  TO  PROVIDE  JOBS 

Business  is  making  its  own  plans  to  try  to 
maintain  that  figure.  The  Committee  for 
Economic  Development,  in  cooperation  with 
local  chambers  of  commerce  and  trade  asso¬ 
ciations,  has  made  surveys  to  learn  what  lo¬ 
cal  business  ahd  industry  expects  to  be  able 
to  do  when  the  war  ends.  “These  estimates,” 
says  the  Committee  for  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment,  “do  not  represent  guaranties  of  jobs, 
but  they  do  mean  that  definite  plans  have 
been  made  to  provide  the  number  of  Jobs 
each  survey  indicates.” 

When  business  cannot  unequivocally  guar¬ 
antee  full  employment,  Government  must 
step  in.  Senator  James  E.  Murray,  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  has  introduced  a  measure  which  would 
synchronize  Go-  -fiment  planning  with  that 
of  private  enters  \  The  bill  is  regarded  by 
New  Dealers  as  on  ■  of  the  means  by  which 
President  Roosevelt's  economic  bill  of  rights 
can  be  made  a  reality.  It  also  se'-ms  in  line 
with  the  San  Francisco  campaign  statement 
made  by  Gov.  Thomas  E.  Dewey: 

“If  at  any  time  there  are  net  sufficient  Jobs 
in  private  employment  to  go  around,  then 
Government  man  and  must  create  additional 
job  opportunities.  There  must  be  jobs  for 
all.  *  *  * 

“■Whether  we  like  it  or  not,  and  regardless 
of  the  party  in  power.  Government  is  com¬ 
mitted  to  some  degree  of  economic  direc¬ 
tion.” 

William  B.  Benton,  vice  chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  Economic  Development,  has 
said:  “Businessmen  must  rid  themselves  of 
hostility  to  evolution  and  change  in  the  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  Government  in  the  discharge 
of  its  proper  functions.  Without  Govern¬ 
ment,  business  cannot  do  the  job  after  this 
war  that  must  be  done.” 

CONGRESS  WOULD  ACT  IP  BUSINESS  FAILED 

Tire  Murray  bill  would  throv  he  resources 
of  Government  into  a  survey  of  upcoming 
business  each  year.  Congress  would  be  given 
annual  reports  on  job  prospects.  If  less  than 
full  employment  was  indicated,  Congress 
"would  first  take  measures  to  encourage  in¬ 
creased  private  employment,  and  finally,  if 
necessary,  outline  a  program  of  Federal  ex¬ 
penditures.  It  should  be  noted  well  that  the 
key  role  is  assigned  to  Congress,  not  to  the 
President. 

Henry  A.  Wallace,  nominated  by  Roosevelt 
to  be  Secretary  of  Commerce,  has  declared 
the  Federal  expenditures  should  not  be  in 
the  nature  of  W.  P.  A.  or  relief  Jobs  but 
should  be  for  private  jobs  created  through 
contracts  with  private  companies. 

The  Murray  proposal  makes  clear,  how¬ 
ever,  that  Federal  spending  would  be  con¬ 
fined  only  to  those  areas  and  to  those  periods 
in  which  private  enterprise  couldn’t  quite 
make  the  grade.  Conservatives  have  reacted 
with  a  fear  that  the  measure  would  encourage 
Government -planned  national  economy. 
The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
has  described  the  bill  as  tackling  the  unem¬ 
ployment  problem  as  “an  arithmetical 
exercise.” 

It  could  hardly  be  denied  that  a  certain 
amount  of  arithmetic  will  be  required  in 
any  measure  which  is  intended  to  act  as  a 
substitute  for  our  former  policy  of  waiting 
until  unemployment  is  upon  us  before  doing 
something.  The  statistician  is  as  important 
to  government  in  these  modern,  complex 
times,  as  he  is  to  business. 

TEAMWORK  COULD  BRING  PROSPERITY 

Under  Murray’s  arithmetical  exercise 
Government  and  business  would  be  better 
informed  about  each  other.  Both  have 
promised  us  a  dynaniic  and  expanding  econ¬ 
omy.  Uncertainty  on  both  sides  ought  to  be 
reduced  to  a  minimum.  Business  can  help 
by  frankly  stating  its  job  limitations.  Gov¬ 
ernment  can  help  by  laying  out  its  program 
on  taxes,  public  expenditures,  etc.,  well  in 
advance.  * 


[Public  Law  31 — 79th  Congress] 

[Chapter  61 — 1st  Session] 

[H.  R.  2013] 

AN  ACT 

To  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the 
United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  in  Congress  assembled That  subsection  (c) 
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ha^  been  growing  in  this  country  since  the 
Homestead  Acts  were  passed  under  Lincoln. 
It  grew  with  the  Sherman  Act  under  Theo¬ 
dore  Roosevelt;  with  the  setting  up  of  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation.  Mr.  Hoover  said  in 
1930  thak  “Economic  depression  cannot  be 
cured  by  legislative  action  or  Executive  pro¬ 
nouncement.*.’  Yet  he  took  huge  strides  to¬ 
ward  the  principle  of  economically  respon¬ 
sible  government  when  he  set  up  the  R.  F.  C. 

The  idea  grew  all  over  the  world  with  in¬ 
dustrial  and  technical  progress  and,  the  ex¬ 
haustion  of  new  land  frontiers.  When  men 
were  out  of  work  by  the  millions,  they  had 
nowhere  to  turn  except  to  government,  and 
the  resultant  unrest  proved  dangerous  to  the 
very  life  of  democracy.  It  was  thus  in  Ger¬ 
many.  \ 

EnPrlanri 


the  Senate  bill  be  passed,  the  preparation  of 
“a  national  employment  and  production 
budget”  should  be  delegated  to  men  of  busi¬ 
ness  experience  and  ability  such  as  the  ousted 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  Jesse  H.  Jones,  rather 
than  inexperienced  theorists  such  as  Henry 
Wallace. 

[From  the  Charleston  (W.  Va.)  Mail  of 
January  31,  1945] 

The  Murray  Bill 

Implementation  of  the  administration’s 
program  to  provide  “full  employment”  dur¬ 
ing  the  post-war  period  has  begun  with  the 
introduction  of  the  Murray  bill  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Tackling  the  employment  problem  as 
a  mathematical  exercise  the  nrmnwi  - - -> 
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BUSINESS  PLANS  TO  PROVIDE  JOBS 

Business  is  making  its  own  plans  to  try  to 
maintain  that  figure.  The  Committee  for 
Economic  Development,  in  cooperation  with 
local  chambers  of  commerce  and  trade  asso¬ 
ciations,  has  made  surveys  to  ldarn  tvhat  lo¬ 
cal  business  ahd  industry  expects  to  be  able 
to  do  when  the  war  ends.  “These  estimates,” 
says  the  Committee  for  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment,  “do  not  represent  guaranties  of  jobs, 
but  they  do  mean  that  definite  plans  have 
been  made  to  provide  the  number  of  jobs 
each  survey  indicates.” 

When  business  cannot  unequivocally  guar¬ 
antee  full  employment.  Government  must 
step  in.  Senator  James  E.  Murray,  of  Mon¬ 
tana.  hflS  inlTn/iurtr  1  - - 


[Public  Law  31 — 79th  Congress] 

[Chapter  61 — 1st  Session] 

[H.  R.  2013] 

AN  ACT 

To  extend  for  one  year  the  provisions  of  an  Act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the 
United  States,  approved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, ,  That  subsection  (c) 
of  section  3  of  an  Act  to  promote  the  defense  of  the  United  States, 
approved  March  11,  1941,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out 
“June  30,  1945”  wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “June  30,  1946”;  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1948”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1949”;  and  by  striking  out  “July  1,  1945”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  194*6”;  and  subsection  (b)  of  section 
6  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  “June  30,  1948”  and  inserting 
in  lieu'  thereof  “June  30,  1949”. 

Sec.  2.  That  subsection  (c)  of  section  3  of  such  Act  is  further 
amended  by  striking  out  the  period  after  the  word  “earlier”,  inserting 
a  semicolon,  and  the  following  new  language:  “ Provided ,  however , 
That  nothing  in  section  3  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  the 
President  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any  contract  or  agreement  with 
a  foreign  government  for  postwar  relief,  postwar  rehabilitation,  or 
postwar  reconstruction ;  except  that  a  contract  or  agreement  entered 
into  in  accordance  with  this  Act  in  which  the  United  States  undertakes 
to  furnish  to  a  foreign  government  defense  articles,  services,  or  infor¬ 
mation  for  use  in  the  prosecution  of  the  present  war  and  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  disposition,  on  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  prescribed 
by  the  President,  of  any  such  defense  articles,  services,  or  information 
after  the  President  determines  they  are  no  longer  necessary  for  use 
by  such  government  in  promoting  the  defense  of  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  for  postwar  relief,  postwar  rehabilitation 
nr  postwar  reconstruction.” 

Approved  April  16,  1945. 
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